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WASHINGTON, D.C. 
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Pages 36847-36950 

PART I 



HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 

This listing does not affect the legal status 

of any document published in this issue. Detailed ^ 

table of contents appears inside. 


FOOD STAMPS— 

USDA/FNS amends regulations concerning eligibility 
of certain supplemental security income recipients; 

effective 7-1-74 .~..*. - 36847 

USDA/FNS proposal on work registration requirement; 
comments period extended to 10-25-74 . 36861 


PETROLEUM—FEA amends rules on procedures, sane- 
tions and allocations ..-.-. 36834 

PESTICIDES—EPA proposal on disposal and storage . 36867 

INCOME TAX—IRS regulations on stock dividends .— 36860 


FOOD ADDITIVES—HEW/FDA order on the use of tetra- 
hydrofurfuryl alcohol in defoaming agents used in the 
manufacture of paper and paperboard food packaging, 
effective 10-15-74 —..... 


ALIENS—Immigration and Naturalization Service rules on 
activities .... 36853 

DRUG PACKAGING—HEW/FDA order on exemption for 
processing, repacking or manufacturing; effective 11— 

14-74 ..-.... 36858 


FUEL ECONOMY LABELING—EPA and FEA joint program 

for 1975 automobiles ....-.-. 36890, 36913 


ATOMIC ENERGY—AEC proposal on preservation of rec¬ 
ords by applicants and licensees; comments by 11-29-74. 36871 

SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS—FHLBB rules on 
certificate accounts of $100,000 or more -■- 36855 

(Continued Inside) 


PART II: 


MINORS—Labor/Wage and Hour Division proposal 
on proof of age; comments by 11-14-74- 36939 

PART 111: 

AIR POLLUTION—EPA proposal on standards of 
performance for new stationary sources; comments 
by 11-29-74---- 36945 






















reminders 


(The Items In this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no lemu 
significance. Since this list is Intended as a reminder. It does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) ^ 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 

Tills list Includes only rules tnat were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register after Octo¬ 
ber 1. 1972. 

page no. 
and date 

USDA/AMS—Raisins; grade standards. 

32004; 9—4—74 
HEW/FDA—New drugs; patient labeling of 
medroxy progesterone actate injectable 

contraceptive. 32907; 9-12-74 

DoT/CG—Marking of packages; dangerous 

cargoes .—. 32997; 9-13-74 

EPA—Nondiscrimination; programs receiv¬ 
ing assistance . 32989; 9-13-74 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5266. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 




Published dally. Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500. as amended; 44 UJS.C.. 
Ch. 16) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents. UJ3. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. 


The Federal Register will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $45 per year, payable 
In advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents. U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. 
D.C. 20402. 

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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REMINDERS—Continued 


BUSINESS AND INDUSTRIAL LOANS—USDA/FmHA 
amends regulations for variable interest rate; effective 

10-15-74 .-.-...-.-.. 36852 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT—Water Resources 
Council proposal on availability of public records; com¬ 
ments by 11—14—74.......— 36870 

AIR-GROUND COMMUNICATIONS—DoT/FAA considers 
national aviation standard for VHF system; comments by 

12-16-74 ......... 36875 

TRAIN AIR BRAKES—DOT/FRA proposes test program to 
determine feasibility of increasing brake pipe leakage; 
comments by 11-15-74.... 36878 

BICYCLE SAFETY—DOT/NHTSA proposes highway safety 
program standards; comments by 12-16-74... 36864 

NEW ANIMAL DRUGS—HEW/FDA approves new sponsor 
for etorphine hydrochloride injection, veterinary, and di- 
prenorphine hydrochloride injection, veterinary; effective 
10-15-74 . 36859 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/NOAA: National Marine Fisheries Service, 

10-23—74 . 36884 

SESA: Census Advisory Committee of the American 

Marketing Association, 11-19-74. 36884 

Consumer Product Safety Commission, 10-23-74. 36890 

DOD/Air Force: Military Airlift Committee of the Na¬ 
tional Defense Transportation Association Advisory 

Board, 11-7 and 11-8-74 36880 

Defense Science Board Task Force on "Export of U.S. 
Technology; Implications to U.S. Defense", (3 docu¬ 
ments) 11-15, 12-4, and 12-17-74. 36880, 36881 


Defense Science Board Task Force on "Naval Surface 

Warfare", 11-6 and 11-7-74 .. 36880 

EPA: Air Pollution Chemistry and Physics Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, 11-7 and 11-8-74 ....- 36900 

Science Advisory Board Executive Committee, 11-4 

and 11-5-74....... 36900 

FCC: Cable Television Technical Advisory Committee, 

Panel 3 (Receivers), 10-31-74. .. 36901 

Government Printing Office: Depository Library Council 

of the Public Printer, 10-29 and 10-30-74. 36923 

HEW/Federal Council on the Aging: Committee on Aging 
Research and Manpower (2 documents), 10-30 and 

10-31-74...-.... 36884, 36885 

NIH: National Advisory Research Resources Council, 

11-21 and 11-22-74 .. 35886 

National Cancer Institute, 12-12-74..... 36885 

National Eye Institute, 11-19-74.. 35886 

National Institute of Arthritis, Metabolism, and Di¬ 
gestive Diseases, 11-15 and 11-16-74 . 36885 

National Institute of Child Health and Human De¬ 
velopment, 11-18 and 11-19-74.. 36885 

National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences, 

11-21 and 11-22-74....... 35886 

SSA: Advisory Council on Social Security; 10-21-74.. 35885 
Labor/OSHA: Advisory Committee on Construction 

Safety and Health, 10-30 through 11-1-74 .. 36924 

State Department: Advisory Committee on the Law of 

the Sea, 11-4 through 11-8 and 11-13-74 . 36879 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Subcommittee on 

Maritime Law, 10-30-74...... 36879 

RESCHEDULED MEETING— 

AEC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, Sub¬ 
committee on Summit Power Station, 10-30-74 36887 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

Rules 

Limitation of handling and ship¬ 
ments: 

Oranges and grapefruit grown 


in Texas (2 documents)_ 36851, 

36852 

Proposed Rules 
Milk marketing orders: 

Lake Mead region_ 36861 


AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Rules 

Sugarcane, Fla.: 

Fair and reasonable wage rates- 36847 
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service; 
Farmers Home Administration; 

Food and Nutrition Service. 

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Military Airlift Committee of 
the National Defense Trans¬ 
portation Association Ad¬ 
visory Board_ 36880 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


Proposed Rules 

Preservation of records; mainte¬ 
nance requirements for licensees 
and applicants- 36871 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Boston Edison Co_ 36887 

Maine Yankee Atomic Power 

Co_ 36888 

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp__ 36888 
Meeting: 

Advisory Committee on Reactor 

Safeguards _ 36887 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Rules 

Authority delegations: 

Deputy Managing Director- 36857 

Managing Director- 36857 

Submission of audit and recon¬ 
ciliation reports; miscellaneous 

amendments _ 36857 

Trade agreements; editorial 

amendment _ 36857 


Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Capitol International Airways, 

Inc. & Union de Transports 
Aeriens _ 36888 


Trans-Atlantic, Trans-Pacific 
& Latin American Mail Rates. 36889 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration; Social 
and Economic Statistics Admin¬ 
istration. 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

Notices 

Bilateral discussions on textile 
agreements: 

China, Republic of_ 36889 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Freedom of Information Act; dis¬ 
closure procedures; extension of 
time _ 36866 

Notices 
Meetings: 

Bicycle reflectorized tape panel- 36890 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

See also Air Force Department. 

(Continued on next page) 
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Notices 

Meetings: 

Defense Science Board Task 
Force on “Export of U. 8 . 
Technology; Implications to 
U.S. Defense*' (3 documents). 36880, 

36881 

Defense Science Board Task 
Force on “Naval Surface War¬ 
fare” _ 36880 

EDUCATION OFFICE 

Notices 

Application for grant: 

Educational Broadcasting Fa¬ 
cilities Program_ 3*8884 

ENGRAVING AND PRINTING BUREAU 

Notices 

Availability of draft environmen¬ 
tal impact statement_ 36880 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Proposed Rules 

Air implementation plans: 

Parking management, post¬ 
ponement of compliance date. 36870 

Emission limitation guidelines: 

Standards of performance for 


new stationary sources_ 36945 

Pesticide chemicals: 

Disposal and storage regula¬ 
tions _ 36867 

Water quality standards: 

Arizona, navigable waters of— 36866 
Notices 
Air quality; 

Addition to list of categories of 

stationary sources- 36901 

Pesticide registration applica¬ 
tions _-_ 36898 

Meetings: 

Air Pollution Chemistry and 

Physics Advisory Committee- 36900 
Science Advisory Board, Execu¬ 
tive Committee_ 36900 

Voluntary fuel economy labeling; 

1975 automobile program- 36890 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Business and industrial loans; 

miscellaneous amendments_ 36852 

Notices 

Disaster areas: 

Kansas_ 36881 

Mississippi_ 36882 

Texas_,36882 

Virgin Islands_ 36882 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 

Hiller _ 36855 

Sikorsky_ 36856 

Jet route- 36857 

Transition areas (3 documents) 36856 

Proposed Rules 

Jet route_ 36863 

Restricted area_ 36863 

VOR Federal airway_ 36862 

Notices 

VHF air-ground communications 
system; National aviation 
standard _ 36875 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Common carrier services informa¬ 


tion: 

Hearings , etc.: 

GTE Satellite Corp_ 36903 

Gross Telecasting, Inc_ 36908 

WNAR, Inc_369112 

Meetings: 


Cable Television Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee, Panel 3— 36901 

FEDERAL CONTRACT COMPLIANCE 

OFFICE 

Notices 

State and local requirements for 
federally assisted construc¬ 
tion: 

Detroit Board of Education.— 36924 

FEDERAL COUNCIL ON AGING 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Committee on Aging Research 
and Manpower (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 36884, 36885 

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Mandatory petroleum alloca¬ 
tions: 

Administrative procedures and 


sanctions_ 36854 

Notices 

Voluntary fuel economy labeling; 

1975 automobile program_ 36913 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Engineering and traffic opera¬ 
tions: 

Traffic control devices on Fed¬ 
eral-aid and other streets and 
highways; correction_ 36860 

Proposed Rules 

Motor carrier safety: 

Mobile homes and certain other 
motor vehicles; lamp and re¬ 
flector requirements_ 36863 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

Rules 

Limitations on rate of return; cer¬ 
tificate accounts of $ 100,000 or 
more- 36855 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Notices 

Agreements filed: 

Orient Overseas Line/Orient 
Overseas Container Line, et 
al... 36913 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Natural gas produced from certain 
wells: 

Just and reasonable rates; ex¬ 
tension of time_ 36870 


Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Alabama-Tennessee Natural 

Gas Co- 36914 

Arizona Public Service Co_ 35914 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co_ 38914 

Capitol Resources. Inc_ 35913 

Carolina Power and Light Co.. 


Commonwealth Edison Co_ 36915 

Florida Gas Transmission Co.. 36915 

Iowa Power & Light Co_ 36915 

Jersey Central Power & Light 

Co —- 369i 6 

Midwestern Gas Transmission 

Co- 36916 

Mississippi Power & Light Co... 36916 

Monongahela Power Co_ 36916 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 


America (2 documents)_ 36917, 

36918 

New England Power Co. (2 doc¬ 
uments) - 36916 

Potomac Electric Power Co_ 36919 

Public Service Co. of Colorado, 36919 

Raton Natural Gas Co_ 36919 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. (5 

documents)_ 36920-36922 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 

(2 documents)_ 36922 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp. 36923 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Train air brake test program_ 36878 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Notices 

Endangered species permits; ap¬ 
plication: 

Corrections_ 36881 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Animal drugs: 

phine hydrochloride injec¬ 
tion, veterinary; diprenor- 
phine hydrochloride injec¬ 
tion, veterinary_ 36859 

Drugs in bulk packages; exemp¬ 
tion for processing, repacking. 

or manufacture_36858 

Food additives: 

Defoaming agents_ 36859 

Food identity standards: 

Cheeses, processed cheeses, 
cheese foods, cheese spreads, 

and related foods_ 36859 

Notices 

Food additive petitions: 

Petrolite Corp., Bareco Divi¬ 
sion _ 36885 


FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 
Rules 

Food Stamp Program: 

Participation of State agencies 

and eligible households_ 36847 

Proposed Rules 
Food Stamp Program: 

Work registration require¬ 
ments; extension of time_ 36861 


Iv 
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government printing office 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Depository Library Council of 
the Public Printer- 36923 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

department 

See also Education Office; Federal 
Council on Aging; National In¬ 
stitutes of Health; Social Secu¬ 
rity Administration. 

Proposed Rules 

Informal grant appeals; proce¬ 
dures for indirect cost alloca¬ 
tions _ 36861 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

SERVICE 

Rules 

Miscellaneous amendments to 
chapter - 36853 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Federal Metal and Nonmetal 
Mine Safety Advisory Com¬ 
mittee _ 36881 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 

Rules 

Income tax: 

Taxable years beginning after 
Dec. 31,1953; stock dividends. 36860 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearing assignments_ 36924 

Motor carriers: 

Fourth section application for 

relief- 36936 

Irregular route property car¬ 
riers; elimination of gate¬ 
ways _ 36925 

Transfer proceedings (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 36937 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Immigration and Naturaliza¬ 
tion Service. 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Contract Compliance 
Office; Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration; Wage 
and Hour Division. 

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 

Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re¬ 
quests - 36923 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Bicyclist safety program; pro¬ 
cedures for adoption _ 36864 

Record retention requirements; 
extension of comment period. - 36866 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Committee on Cancer Immuno¬ 
therapy _ 36885 

National Advisory Child Health 
and Human Development 

Council _ 36885 

National Advisory Environmen¬ 
tal Health Sciences Council— 35880 
National Advisory Eye Council. 35886 
National Advisory Research Re¬ 
sources Council_ 35886 

National Arthritis Metabolism 
and Advisory Council_ 36885 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND 

ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


Marine mammal permit: 

Aquarium Systems, Inc. and 
Aquarium of Niagara Falls.. 36882 
Kelly, Brendan P. and Alan 

Shanks_ 36883 

Saint Paul Como Park Zoo_ 36883 

Siniff, Donald B_ 36883 

Spiny Lobster Fishing Indus¬ 
try - 36884 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory Committee on Con¬ 
struction Safety and Health. 36924 

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Census Advisory Committee of 
the American Marketing As¬ 
sociation _ 36884 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory Council on Social Se¬ 
curity _ 35887 

STATE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Law of the Sea Advisory Com¬ 
mittee _ 36879 

Shipping Coordinating Commit¬ 
tee, Subcommittee on Mari¬ 
time Law_ 36879 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion; Federal Highway Admin¬ 
istration; Federal Railroad Ad¬ 
ministration; National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Engraving and Printing Bu¬ 
reau; Internal Revenue Service. 

WAGE AND HOUR DIVISION 
Proposed Rules 

Employment of minors: 

Records, proof of age_ 36939 

WATER RESOURCES COUNCIL 
Proposed Rules 

Freedom of information; avail¬ 
ability of records_ 36870 

% 


v 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 200—TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1974 
































list of cfr ports affected 

Hi* following numerical guide i* a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 
Issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A cumulative guide is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documents published 
since January 1. 1974. and specifies how they are affected. 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—OCTOBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during October. 


Executive Orders: 

Oct. 27, 1920 (revoked In part 


by PLO 5435)--- 35797 

11202 (revoked by EO 11813). 36317 

11269 (amended by EO 11808). 35563 

11413 (superseded by EO 

11811) . 36302 

11414 (superseded by EO 

11812) —. 36307 

11474 (superseded by EO 

11811) ..-. 36302 

11475 (superseded by EO 

11812) _ 36307 

11524 (superseded by EO 

11811) —.-. 36302 

11525 (superseded by EO 

11812). 36307 

11576 (superseded by EC 

11811) —. 36302 

11577 (superseded by EO 

11812) . 36307 

11612 (superseded by EO 
11807) 35559 

11637 (superseded by EO 

11811) _ 36302 

11638 (superseded by EO 

11812) - 36307 

11691 (superseded by EO 

11811). 36302 

11692 (superseded by EO 

11812) . 36307 

11739 (superseded by EO 

11811) —. 36302 

11740 (superseded by EO 

11812) . 36307 

11789 (amended by EO 11808). 35563 

11807 . 35559 

11808 . 35563 

11809..—.. 35565 

11810 . 35567 

11811 . 36302 

11812 __ 36307 

11813 —. 36317 


Proclamations: 

4318... 

4319 _ 

4320 _ 

4321 . 

4322 . 

4323 _ 

4324 _ 

4325 . 

4 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

10 _ 

409.. 

5 CFR 

212 . 35367, 35799, 36109, 36319 

7 CFR 

2 ... 

53 _ 

240 . 

245 . 

271 
331 . 

354 . 


. 36465 

_ 36563 

_ 35783 

_ 35569 

_ 36847 

_ 36465 

_ 35999 


35820 

35678 


_ 35315 

_ 35317 

_ 35799 

_ 35781 

_ 36107 

_ 36313 

_ 36315 

_ 36561 


7 CFR—Continued Pa *e 

401_36110 

503_ 36563 

729_ 36564 

863. 36847 

906_ 36851, 36852 

908_ 35647 

908_._ 35647, 36466 

910_ 36565 

915 36319 

931. 35784 

966_ 35569 

981_ 36566 

984 ___ 35327, 35999 

1421. 35999, 36566 

1822.. 36110, 36111 

1842_ 36852 


Proposed Rules 

52..- 

250_ 

271 _ 

272 . 

711. 

729_ 

Chapter IX. 

971.. ^- 

981_ 

984.. .. 

1030_ 

1139_ 

1231_ 

1464.. 

1701. 


. 35670 

_35380 

_ 36861 

_ 35381 

_ 35807 

. 36489 

_ 35801 

_ 36591 

_ 35576 

_ 35577 

_ 36116 

_ 36861 

35373, 35801 

_ 35808 

.. 36017 
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214_ 36853 

223_ 36853 

238_ 36853 

242_ 36854 

299_ 36854 


9 CFR 

73__ 

97... 

301_ 

309_ 

312_ 

314.. 

316 _ 

317 . 

329.__ 

381_ 

Proposed Rules: 
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447. 

10 CFR 

2 _ 

51—. 

202__ 

203. 

204—.. 

205__ 

210_ 

211___ 

212_ 

215_ 

Proposed Rules: 

20_ 

30.. 


. 36319 

. 36570 

. 36000 

_ 36000 

_ 36000 

. 36000 

_ 36000 

_ 35784 

. 36000 

35784, 36000 


36440 

36440 


_ 35332 

.. 35647 

_ 35472 

_ 35475 

_ 35489 

35489, 36571 

_ 35509 

35511, 36320 

. 36320 

_ 35558 


35820, 36871 
_ 36871 


10 CFR—Continued p »ge 

Proposed Rules— Continued 

31 _ 36871 

32 _ 36871 

34_ ..36601,36871 

40__—. 36871 

50. — 36871 

55. - 36871 

70-_ 36602, 36871 

115.—.— 36871 

150. 36871 

211. 36603 

217_ 36117 

12 CFR 

526. — 36855 


Proposed Rules: 
545 
564 
700 

13 CFR 


113___ 36322 

120.... 36354 


36351 
36494 

36352 


14 CFR J ag* 

1___- 35452 

21. 35452 

23_ 35452 

25.—. 35452 

27. 35454 

33_ 35454 

39. 35332, 

35647. 35784, 35785, 36322, 36466, 
36467, 36572, 36855, 36856 

71. 35569, 

35570, 35648, 35785, 36111, 36323, 
36572, 36573,36856 

73_ 36323 

75.—.. 36111, 36573, 36857 

95_ 36573 

97_ 35786, 36467 

121. 36576 

225- 36857 

248—. 36857 

221. 35570 

288_ 35333 

384- 35786 

387. 36857 

1206_ 36468 


Proposed Rules: 


Ch. I.. 36593, 36594 

21- 36595 

23- 36595 

25_ 36595 

71- 35385. 

35386. 35675. 36490, 36595, 36596, 
36862 

73- 36863 

75- 36863 

121—-- 36017 

231.. 35676, 35677 

15 CFR 

30. 35648 

377. 36111 


16 CFR 

13-35570, 36000, 36001, 36324-36327 

1500___ 36576 

Proposed Rules: 

1015.. 36866 
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17 CFR 

211__-.- 36578 

231___ - - - 38578 

24 CFR—Continued P»g« 

Proposed Rules: 

58 'WSCCA 

240___35343,35570 

975 ofittci 

241_ 36578 

270_ 36002 

274. 38002 

Proposed Rules: 

231_ . _ 36354 

510..... 36351 

26 CFR 

1_ 35353, 36009, 36860 

20_ — _35354 

271 36254 

48_36588 

18 CFR 

157_ _35787 

Proposed Ruj.es: 

•? 36870 

Proposed Rules: 

25.... 35354 

28 CFR 

0_ _ 36009 

154 _ _ _ 36870 

157 ____—- 36032 

701 36870 

29 CFR 

1601. .. 35356 

19 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 
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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations ie sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER Issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER II—FOOD AND NUTRITION 

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

[Arndt. No. 37] 

PART 271—PARTICIPATION OF STATE 
AGENCIES AND ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS 

Food Stamp Program 

Public Law 93-335, approved July 8, 
1974, extended for one year (to June 30, 
1975) the provisions of Pub. L. 93-233 
which govern the eligibility for food 
stamps of recipients of supplemental 
security income payments. The regula¬ 
tions governing the Pood Stamp Program 
currently implement the provisions of 
Pub. L. 93-233. Accordingly, $ 271.10 of 
such regualtions is hereby amended to 
implement the recent extension of the 
provisions of that statute. 

Since this change is prescribed by law 
and is effective as of June 30, 1974, it is 
hereby determined that it is unnecessary 
to give notice of proposed rule making 
with respect to this amendment. 

§271.10 [Amended] 

Chapter n of Title 7 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by de¬ 
leting “June 30,1974” in the last sentence 
of § 271.10(a) and inserting in place 
thereof “June 30,1975.” 

Effective date. This amendment be¬ 
came effective July 1, 1974. 

(78 Stat. 703, as amended; 7 UJ3.C. 2011- 
2026) (Catalog of Federal Domestic Assist¬ 
ance Programs No. 10.561, National Archives 
Reference Services) 

Dated : October 9, 1974. 

Richard L. Feltner, 
Assistant Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-23807 Filed 10-ll-74;8:46 am] 


CHAPTER VIII—AGRICULTURAL STABILI¬ 
ZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE 
(SUGAR), DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL- 

SUBCHAPTER H—DETERMINATION OF WAGE 
RATES 

(Docket No. SH-326] 

PART 863—SUGARCANE; FLORIDA 
Fab* and Reasonable Wage Rates 

The Sugar Act requires Florida sugar- 
Producers, as one of the conditions 
with which they must comply to be eligi¬ 
ble for government payments under the 
act, to pay all workers employed in the 
production, cultivation, and harvesting 
of sugarcane in full at not less than 
minimum wage rates determined by the 
Secretary of Agriculture to be fair and 
reasonable. Such determination may not 


be made until after Investigation and 
opportunity for interested persons to 
testify on whether the wage rates es¬ 
tablished under the previous year’s de¬ 
termination continue to be fair and rea¬ 
sonable or whether such determination 
should be amended. A public hearing was 
held at Belle Glade, Florida, on May 23, 
1974. 

The determination, which becomes 
effective on September 30, 1974, increases 
the minimum wage rate by 30 cents per 
hour for each class of worker. 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c)(1) of the Sugar Act of 1948 (7 
U.S.C. 1131(c)(1>), as amended (herein 
referred to as “act”), after investigation 
and consideration of the evidence ob¬ 
tained at the public hearing held in Belle 
Glade, Florida, on May 23, 1974, the fol¬ 
lowing determination is hereby issued. 
The regulations previously appearing in 
these sections under “Determination of 
Wage Rates; Sugarcane; Florida” re¬ 
main in full force and effect as to the 
crops to which they were applicable. 

Sec. 

863.28 Requirements. 

863.29 Applicability of wage requirements. 

883.30 Payment of wages. 

86331 Evidence of compliance. 

88332 Subterfuge. 

863.33 Claim for unpaid wages. 

883.34 Failure to pay all wages in full. 

863.35 Checking compliance. 

Authority: Secs. 86338 to 86335 issued 
under secs. 301, 403, 61 Stat. 929, as amended, 
932; 7 U.S.C. 1131. 1153. 

§ 863.28 Requirements. 

A producer of sugarcane in Florida 
shall be deemed to have compiled with 
the wage provisions of the act if all per¬ 
sons employed on the farm in harvesting 
work, as provided in section 863.29, shall 
have been paid in accordance with the 
following; 

(a) Wage rates . All such persons shall 
have been paid in full for all such work 
and shall have been paid wages in cash 
therefor at rates required by existing 
legal obligations, regardless of whether 
those obligations resulted from an agree¬ 
ment (such as a labor union agreement) 
or were created by State or Federal legis¬ 
lative action, or at rates as agreed upon 
between the producer and the worker, 
whichever is higher (except as provided 
in paragraph (a) (5) of this section, but 
not less than the following, which shall 
become effective on September 30, 1974, 
and shall remain in effect until amended, 
superseded, or terminated; 

(1) Work performed on a time basis. 

Rate per 


Class of worker hour 

(1) Tractor drivers and principal oper¬ 
ators of mechanical harvesting 
and loading equipment_$2. 75 


Rate per 

Class of worker hour 

(11) All other workers. Including those 
employed to assist in the opera¬ 
tion of mechanical harvesting 
and loading equipment such as 
harvester cutter blade opera¬ 
tors - 2.45 

(2) Workers 14 and 15 years of age and 
full-time students when employed on a 
time basis. For workers 14 and 15 years 
of age, the rate shall be not less than 85 
percent of the applicable hourly rate pre¬ 
scribed for the class of worker described 
in paragraph (a) (1) of this section. (The 
act provides that the employment of 
workers under 14 years of age, or employ¬ 
ment of workers 14 and 15 years of age 
for more than 8 hours per day, will result 
in a deduction from Sugar Act payments 
to the producer.) 

(3) Apprentice operators of tractors 
and mechanical harvesting and loading 
equipment when employed on a time 
basis. The hourly wage rate for a learner 
or apprentice, who is being trained as 
a tractor driver or the principal operator 
of mechanical harvesting or loading 
equipment, shall be not less than $2.45. 
The training period for such workers 
shall not exceed 6 workweeks. 

(4) Handicapped workers when em¬ 
ployed on a time basis. The wage rate for 
workers certified by the Regional Direc¬ 
tor, Wage and Hour Division, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Labor, 1371 Peachtree St., 
NE., Atlanta, GA 30309, to be handicap¬ 
ped because of age or physical or mental 
deficiency or injury, and whose produc¬ 
tive capacity is thereby impaired, shall 
be not less than 75 percent of the appli¬ 
cable hourly rate for the class of worker 
prescribed in paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section. 

(5) Work performed on a piecework 
basis. The piecework rate for the cutting 
of sugarcane for processing into raw 
sugar shall be as established by a pro¬ 
ducer prior to the commencement of 
work, and the piecework rate for any 
operation other than the cutting of 
sugarcane for processing into raw sugar 
shall be as agreed upon between the 
producer and the worker: Provided, That 
the hourly rate of earnings of each 
worker employed on piecework during 
each pay period (not to be in excess of 
two weeks) shall average for the time 
worked at piecework rates during such 
pay period not less than the applicable 
hourly rate prescribed for the class of 
worker described in paragraph (a)(1), 
(2), (3) or (4) of this section: Provided 
further , That, if the piecework rates es¬ 
tablished by a producer for the cutting 
of 1974-crop sugarcane and processing 
into raw sugar do not yield for the entire 
harvest season an average hourly rate 
of earnings to all such workers (such 
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average to be calculated only with re¬ 
spect to those workers completing the 
full term of employment) as a group em¬ 
ployed by the producer of $0.20 more 
than the applicable hourly rate when 
employed on a time basis, the producer 
shall proportionately increase the total 
earnings of each worker who completes 
his full term of employment so that the 
average hourly rate of earnings for all 
workers as a group reaches that level. 

(b) Compensable working time. For 
work performed under paragraph (a) of 
this section, compensable working time 
commences at the time the worker is 
required to start work and ends upon 
completion of work in the field, except 
time taken out for meals during the 
working day. If the producer requires 
the operator of mechanical equipment, 
driver of animals, or any other class of 
worker to report to a place other than 
the field, such as an assembly point or 
tractor shed located on the farm, the 
time spent in transit from such place to 
the field and from the field to such place 
is compensable working time. Time 
spent in performing work directly re¬ 
lated to the principal work performed by 
the worker, such as servicing equipment, 
is compensable working time. Time of the 
worker while being transported from a 
central recruiting point or labor camp to 
the farm is not compensable working 
time. 

(c) Equipment necessary to perform 
work assignment. The producer shall 
furnish without cost to the worker any 
equipment required in the performance 
of any work assignment. The worker may 
be charged for the cost of such equip¬ 
ment in the event of its loss or destruc¬ 
tion through negligence of the worker. 
Equipment includes, but is not limited to, 
hand and mechanical tools and special 
wearing apparel, such as boots and rain¬ 
coats, required to discharge the work 
assignment. 

§ 863.29 Applicability of wage require¬ 
ments. 

The wage requirements of this part 
apply to all persons who are employed or 
who work on the farm in operations 
directly connected with the harvesting 
of 1974-crop sugarcane on an acreage 
from which sugarcane is marketed or 
processed for the production of sugar 
or any 1974-crop acreage which qualifies 
as bona fide abandoned. Such persons in¬ 
clude field overseers or supervisors while 
directing other workers, and those work¬ 
ers employed by an independent con¬ 
tractor who perform services on the 
farm. The wage requirements are not 
applicable to persons who voluntarily 
perform work without pay on the farm 
for a religious or charitable institution 
or organization; inmates of a prison who 
work on a farm operated by the prison; 
truck drivers employed by a contractor 
engaged only in hauling sugarcane; 
members of a cooperative arrangement 
among producers for the exchange of 
labor to be performed by themselves or 
members of their families; persons who 
have an agreement with the producer to 
perform all work on a specified acreage 
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In return for a share of the crop or crop 
proceeds if such share, including the 
share of any Sugar Act payments, results 
in earnings at least as much as would 
otherwise be received hi accordance with 
the requirements of this part for the 
work performed; custom operators or 
independent contractors and members of 
their immediate families; or workers 
performing services which are indirectly 
connected with the harvesting of sugar¬ 
cane, including but not limited to me¬ 
chanics, welders, and other maintenance 
workers and repairmen. 

§ 863.30 Payment of wages. 

Workers shall be paid by check or in 
currency for all work performed, except 
to the extent that the cash payment is 
reduced by the following deductions; 
cash advances made to the worker by 
the producer; the market value or the 
amount agreed upon for supplies fur¬ 
nished by the producer at the request of 
the worker; meals, lodging, and trans¬ 
portation expense which the producer 
agreed to furnish for a stated amount; 
and mandatory deductions such as taxes 
and Social Security contributions. In 
addition, a producer may deduct the 
amounts he has paid to a third party 
on behalf of the worker in connection 
with his employment as a farm worker 
which are acknowledged in writing, 
signed by the worker or his agent 
or substantiated by other evidence ac¬ 
ceptable to the county ASC committee to 
be an indebtedness of the worker, and 
which cover the expense of services and 
benefits furnished the worker by the 
third party, and which the worker or his 
agent has agreed may be deducted from 
his wages, such as public utilities, medi¬ 
cal services, group hospitalization or 
other insurance for the benefit of the 
worker. As evidence of payments to a 
third party for which a deduction is 
made from the earnings of a worker, the 
producer shall maintain for a period of 
3 years, for the inspection of the worker 
and the local county ASCS office, re¬ 
ceipted bills or other written satisfactory 
evidence that support such deductions. 
Payments made to a labor contractor, 
supervisor, or labor trainer, or the cost of 
meals, lodging, transportation and insur¬ 
ance covering injury or illness resulting 
from employment, any or all of which 
the producer agreed to furnish the 
worker free of charge, shall not be de¬ 
ducted from cash wages due the worker. 
When any deductions are made, the pro¬ 
ducer shall furnish to the worker, at time 
of settlement, a statement showing the 
gross amount of wages due for work per¬ 
formed and the amount of each deduc¬ 
tion properly identified. 

§ 863.31 Evidence of compliance. 

Each producer subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this part shall keep and pre¬ 
serve, for a period of 3 years following 
the date on which his application for a 
Sugar Act payment is filed, such wage 
records ac will demonstrate that each 
worker has been paid in full in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of this part. 
Wage records should set forth dates work 


was performed, the class of work per¬ 
formed. units of work (piecework or 
hours), .agreed upon rates per unit of 
work, total earnings and any permissible 
deductions, and the amount paid each 
worker. The producer shall furnish upon 
request to the appropriate Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation County 
Committee such records or other evl- 
dence as may satisfy such committee 
that the requirements of this part have 
been met. 

§ 863.32 Subterfuge. 

The producer shall not reduce the wage 
rates to workers below those determined 
in accordance with the requirements of 
this part through any subterfuge or de¬ 
vice whatsoever. 

§ 863.33 Claim for unpaid wage*. 

Any person who believes he has not 
been paid in accordance with this part 
may file a wage claim with the local 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva¬ 
tion County Committee against the pro¬ 
ducer on whose farm the work was in¬ 
formed. Such claim must be filed on 
Form SU-191, entitled “Claim Against 
Producer for Unpaid Wages", within 2 
years from the date the work with re¬ 
spect to which the claim is made was 
performed. Detailed instructions and 
Forms SU-191 are available at the local 
county ASCS office. Upon receipt of a 
wage claim, the county office shall there¬ 
upon notify the producer against whom 
the claim is made concerning the rep¬ 
resentation made by the worker. The 
county ASC committee shall arrange for 
such investigation as it deems necessary 
and the producer and worker shall be 
notified in writing of its recommendation 
for settlement of the claim. If either 
party is not satisfied with the recom¬ 
mended settlement, an appeal may be 
made to the Florida State Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Com¬ 
mittee, 401 Southeast First Avenue, 
Gainesville, FL 32601, which shall like¬ 
wise consider the facts and notify the 
producer and worker in writing of its 
recommendation for settlement of the 
claim. If the recommendation of the 
State ASC Committee is not acceptable, 
either party may file an appeal with the 
Deputy Administrator, Programs. Agri¬ 
cultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250. All such appeals 
shall be filed within 15 days after the 
date the written notice of the recom¬ 
mended settlement is mailed by the re¬ 
spective committee, otherwise such 
recommended settlement will be applied 
in making payments under the act. If a 
claim is appealed to the Deputy Admin¬ 
istrator, Programs, his decision shall be 
binding on all parties insofar as pay¬ 
ments under the act are concerned. Ap¬ 
peals procedures are set forth and ex¬ 
plained fully in Part 780, Title 7 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (7 CFR 
780). 

§ 863.34 Failure to pa y all wages in 
full. 

(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
this part requiring that all persons em- 
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ployed on the farm in the production, 
cultivation, or harvesting of sugarcane 
be paid in full for all such work as one 
of the conditions to be met by a producer 
for payment under the act, if the pro¬ 
ducer has failed to meet this condition 
but has met all other conditions, a por¬ 
tion of such payment, representing the 
remainder after deducting from the pay¬ 
ment the amount of accrued unpaid 
wages, may be disbursed to producer(s) 
upon a determination by the county com¬ 
mittee (1) that the producer has made a 
full disclosure to the county committee 
or its representative of any known fail¬ 
ure to pay all workers on the farm wages 
in full as a condition for payment under 
the Sugar Act; and (2) that either (i) 
the failure to pay all workers their wages 
in full was caused by the financial in¬ 
ability of the producer; or (ii) the failure 
to pay all workers in full was caused by 
an inadvertent error or was not the fault 
of the producer or his agent, and the 
producer has used reasonable diligence 
to locate and to pay in full the wages 
due all such workers. If the county com¬ 
mittee makes the determination as here¬ 
tofore provided in this paragraph, such 
committee shall cause to be deducted 
from the payment for the farm the full 
amount of the unpaid wages which shall 
be paid promptly to each worker involved 
if he can be located, otherwise the 
amount due shall be held for his ac¬ 
count, and the remainder of the pay¬ 
ment for the farm, if any, shall be made 
to the producer. If the county commit¬ 
tee determines that the producer did not 
pay all workers in full because of an 
inadvertent error that was not discovered 
until after he received his Sugar Act 
payment, the producer shall be placed 
on the claims control record for the total 
amount of the unpaid wages. 

(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(a) of this section, if upon investiga¬ 
tion the county committee determines 
that the producer failed to pay all work¬ 
ers on the farm the required wages, the 
entire Sugar Act payment with respect 
to such farm shall be withheld from the 
producer until such time as evidence is 
presented to the county committee which 
will satisfy the county committee that 
all workers have been paid in full the 
wages earned by them; or if unpaid 
workers cannot be located and the county 
committee determines that the producer 
used reasonable diligence to locate such 
workers, the amounts of unpaid wages 
shall be deducted from the Sugar Act 
payment computed for the farm and the 
balance released to the producer after 
the expiration of 1 year from the date 
payment would otherwise be made. If 
payment has been made to the producer 
prior to the county committee’s deter¬ 
mination that all workers on the farm 
have not been paid in full, the producer 
shall be placed on the claims control rec¬ 
ord for the total payment until the 
county committee determines that all 
workers on the farm have been paid in 
full, the produced refunds the entire 
amount of debt, or a setoff in the amount 
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of the debt is made from a program pay¬ 
ment otherwise due the producer, or the 
county committee after determining that 
the producer used reasonable diligence te 
locate such workers has recovered from 
such producer the amount of unpaid 
wages computed for the farm. 

§ 863.35 Checking compliance. 

The procedures to be followed by 
county ASCS offices in checking com¬ 
pliance with the requirements of this 
part are set forth under the heading 
“Wage Rate Determinations” in Hand¬ 
book 3-SU, issued by the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator, Programs. Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service. 
Handbook 3-SU may be inspected at 
local county ASCS offices, and copies may 
be obtained from the Florida State ASCS 
Office, 401 Southeast First Avenue, 
Gainesville, FL 32601. 

Statement of Bases and Considerations 

General . The foregoing determination 
provides fair and reasonable wage rates 
to be paid for work performed by persons 
employed on the farm in the harvesting 
of 1974-crop sugarcane in Florida as one 
of the conditions with which producers 
must comply to be eligible for payments 
under the act. 

Requirements of the act and standards 
employed. Section 301(c)(1) of the act 
requires that all persons employed on 
the farm in the production, cultivation, 
or harvesting of sugarcane with respect 
to which an application for payment is 
made, shall have been paid in full for 
all such work, and shall have been paid 
wages therefor at rates not less than 
those that may be determined by the Sec¬ 
retary to be fair, and reasonable after 
investigation and due notice and oppor¬ 
tunity for public hearing, and in making 
such determinations the Secretary shall 
take into consideration the standards 
therefor formerly established by him un¬ 
der the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as 
amended, (i.e., cost of living, prices of 
sugar and by-products, income from 
sugarcane, and cost of production), and 
the differences in conditions among vari¬ 
ous sugar-producing areas. 

Wage determination. This determina¬ 
tion differs from the prior determination 
in that minimum hourly wage rates are 
increased by 30 cents per hour for each 
class of worker. The new minimum 
hourly wage rates are $2.75 per hour for 
tractor drivers and principal operators 
of mechanical harvesting and loading 
equipment, and $2.45 per hour for all 
other workers. 

Prior wage determinations have estab¬ 
lished minimum rates for harvesting of 
one year’s crop and production and cul¬ 
tivation of the next year's crop. The 
powers vested in the Secretary under the 
Sugar Act will terminate on December 31, 
1974, except that he will retain the power 
to make payments under Title m of the 
act under programs applicable to the 
crop year 1974 and previous crop years. 
The Secretary has no power to make 
payments on the 1975 crop of sugarcane 
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or establish minimum wages to be com¬ 
plied with during any phase of the pro¬ 
duction, cultivation, or harvesting of 
that crop (including the harvesting of 
seed cane). 

Therefore, this determination estab¬ 
lishes no minimum wage rates for pro¬ 
duction or cultivation of the 1975 crop 
of sugarcane. The minimum wage rates 
established on October 1, 1973 (38 FR 
27377) for workers employed in the pro¬ 
duction and cultivation of 1974-crop 
sugarcane (including cane harvested for 
seed) continue in effect for all 1974-crop 
production and cultivation work. All 
1974-crop harvesting work (including 
any such work done after December 31, 
1974) will be subject to the minimum 
wage rates set out in this determination. 
Any work performed with respect to the 
1975 crop, whenever performed, is not 
subject to regulation under the Sugar 
Act. Other provisions of the prior deter¬ 
mination remain unchanged. 

A public hearing was held in Belle 
Glade, Florida, on May 23, 1974, at which 
interested persons were afforded the op¬ 
portunity to testify on whether the wage 
rates established for Florida sugarcane 
fleldworkers in the wage determination 
which became effective on October 1, 
1973, continue to be fair and reasonable 
under the circumstances, or whether such 
determination should be amended. 

Witnesses from the U.S. Department of 
Labor recommended a minimum wage 
rate of $2.55 per hour with a seasonal 
average of $2.80 per hour. They further 
recommended that the USDA strive for 
comparability of sugarcane piece-rates 
with the prevailing average piece-rate 
wage for all piece rate agricultural labor 
in Florida, with full comparability to be 
achieved in 3 years. Finally, they urged 
that wage determinations be issued by 
August 1 of each year. 

In support of their recommendations 
on wage rates, Department of Labor rep¬ 
resentatives cited data from the Statis¬ 
tical Reporting Service of the Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture which demonstrates 
that piece-rated workers for all crops in 
Florida averaged in excess of $3 an hour 
last year. They further pointed out that 
the Florida citrus industry no longer 
depends on foreign workers and sug¬ 
gested that rising wage rates, now close to 
$4 an hour, have played a role in increas¬ 
ing the utilization of domestic workers in 
citrus. 

Witnesses appearing at the public 
hearing on behalf of sugarcane field- 
workers recommended wage rates of $4.60 
per hour for tractor drivers and principal 
operators of mechanical equipment and 
$4.30 for all other workers; that the De¬ 
partment estabKsh daily minimum rates; 
that the Department institute an ongoing 
monitoring system of the recordkeeping 
provisions used by sugar companies; that 
wages be increased 40 cents per hour for 
each $1 per cwt. increase in the price of 
sugar; that the Department devise a 
formula which integrates and weighs the 
five statutory elements set forth in the 
act for determining wage rates; that the 
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Department request from producers and 
processors accurate and current data on 
prices of sugar, prior and anticipated 
income from sugarcane, and the costs 
of producing sugarcane; that the infor¬ 
mation and data which determines the 
five statutory elements used in determin¬ 
ing wages be made public prior to the 
hearing; that supplemental briefs should 
be served on Interested parties or made 
available; that the 1973 fair wage deter¬ 
mination be reviewed and amended ret¬ 
roactively to the extent that it was based 
on inaccurate or falsified data furnished 
by the sugar industry; that the use of 
time clocks in fields be required; that 
the number of periodic field inspections 
and payroll audits be Increased; that a 
panel group of workers and government 
officials be established to investigate 
wage payment practices and labor prob¬ 
lems in general; that the wage hearing 
be held during or immediately after sug¬ 
arcane harvest with written notice to 
all workers; and that hourly minimums 
not be eliminated in favor of a pure 
piece-rate system. A fieldworker repre¬ 
sentative filed a supplemental brief 
which expanded on recommendations 
made at the hearing. 

Representatives of sugarcane produc¬ 
ers recommended wage rates of $2.70 per 
hour for tractor drivers and principal 
operators of mechanical equipment and 
$2.35 for all other workers; that no ad¬ 
ditional worker classifications be estab¬ 
lished; and that hourly minimums be 
continued. In a supplemental brief, an 
organization representing 93 percent of 
Florida sugarcane producers reinforced 
the argument in favor of hourly mini¬ 
mums and pointed out the difficulty of 
administering a pure piece-rate system. 
In addition, they pointed out that Flor¬ 
ida sugar companies provide a number of 
fringe benefits not normally offered other 
agricultural workers who work on piece- 
tates; among which are housing, trans¬ 
portation. and Workmen’s Compensa¬ 
tion. They maintain that cane-cutter 
piece-rate earnings are already compa¬ 
rable to other agricultural piece-rate- 
eamings in Florida when all values are 
included. 

Consideration has been given to the 
testimony and recommendations pre¬ 
sented at the public hearing; to the re¬ 
turns, costs, and profits of producing sug¬ 
arcane in Florida obtained by field sur¬ 
vey for prior crops and recast in terms of 
price and production conditions likely 
to prevail in Florida for the 1974 crop; 
and to other standards generally consid¬ 
ered in wage determinations, including 
the cost of living and the producers’ abil¬ 
ity to pay wages. 

The recommendations of the various 
labor representatives for increases in 
the minimum hourly wage rates sub¬ 
stantially in excess of those established 
in this determination, coupled with a 
fixed increase per hour in the basic wage 
rate for each $1 per hundredweight in¬ 
crease in the season’s average price of 
sugar above a predetermined level, have 
not been adopted. The rates established 
in this determination represent an in- 
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crease of approximately 13 percent over 
the rates currently in effect. This is 
about 2 percent more than the antici¬ 
pated increase of 11 percent in the cost 
of living for calendar year 1974 as com¬ 
pared to 1973. The earnings of all work¬ 
ers on sugarcane farms in Florida are 
expected to average about $2.82 per hour 
in 1974, or $.82 more than the estimated 
average general farm wage in the State. 

The recommendation that the wage 
determination be expanded to insure 
cane cutters a daily guaranteed mini¬ 
mum wage for eight hours has not been 
adopted. The Department believes that 
the present system of guaranteed mini¬ 
mum hourly wages for all work actually 
performed during each two week pay 
period is equitable to both producer and 
worker. In administering the wage pro¬ 
visions of the Sugar Act. the Department 
has always maintained that producers 
are only required to pay for work actual¬ 
ly performed. 

A recommendation was made that the 
Department devise a formula which in¬ 
tegrates and assigns weights to the five 
statutory standards set forth in the 
Sugar Act for determining wage rates. 
When determining fair and reasonable 
wage rates each year, the Secretary must 
be permitted to judge the relative im¬ 
portance of each standard on the basis of 
conditions existing at the time. A precise 
mathematical formula which limits such 
judgment is neither practical nor desir¬ 
able. Therefore, this recommendation 
has not been adopted. 

A recommendation was also made that 
the Department request from producers 
and processors accurate and current 
data on prices of sugar, prior and antici¬ 
pated income from sugarcane, and costs 
of producing sugarcane. Such data are 
available to the Department and are 
used in considering the level of wage 
rates. Sugar prices are obtained daily 
from the New York Coffee and Sugar Ex¬ 
change. Income and cost data are ob¬ 
tained by tiie Department through 
periodic cost studies of representative 
samples of growers and of all processors. 
For the period between surveys, the data 
are recast in terms of price and produc¬ 
tion conditions likely to prevail for the 
crop for which wage rates are being de¬ 
termined. In addition, available annual 
financial reports of sugarcane processors 
are considered in projecting the data ob¬ 
tained by the Department in its survey. 

It was also recommended that the In¬ 
formation and data relating to the five 
statutory standards considered in deter¬ 
mining wages be made public prior to 
the public hearing. The purpose of the 
public hearing 13 to obtain the informa¬ 
tion and data relating to those stand¬ 
ards. which data must be further anal¬ 
yzed subsequent to the hearing for con¬ 
sideration in determining fair and rea¬ 
sonable wage rates. Statewide averages 
of statistics on all phases of prior crops, 
as well as other relevant data, such as 
those contained in government publica¬ 
tions and trade journals, are available 
to the public at all times. 

The recommendation that the 1973 


fair wage determination be reviewed and 
amended retroactively to the extent that 
it was based on inaccurate or falsified 
data furnished by the sugar industry has 
not been adopted. In November 1973, the 
Department of Labor looked into the 
practices followed by several Florida 
sugarcane companies in recording the 
number of hours of workers’ employment. 
It was alleged that the hours of work, 
including the time workers spent in 
transit to and from the field, were under¬ 
recorded resulting in payment of wages 
at rates less than the applicable mini¬ 
mum. The Office of Investigation of the 
Department of Agriculture has investi¬ 
gated the charges. At this time, the final 
investigation report has not been com¬ 
pleted. If the evidence developed in such 
report indicates that the hours of em¬ 
ployment were not properly recorded and 
the workers were paid at rates less than 
those prescribed, the producer on whose 
farms such work was performed would 
be deemed out of compliance for the 1973 
crop and would be required to reimburse 
workers who were underpaid. However, 
such a finding would have no bearing on 
the 1973 determination of wages, since 
the level of wage rates established in 
that determination was based primarily 
on consideration of the five statutory 
criteria. 

The recommendation that employees 
be required to use time clocks in the fields 
to record hours of work has not been 
adopted. The use of time clocks was tried 
in two previous vears nnd proved unsuc¬ 
cessful. After a few days, workers gradu¬ 
ally stopped using the clocks. The 
Department is satisfied with the im¬ 
proved efforts by employers to properly 
record the hours of work and relate to 
the worker the hours worked before he 
leaves the field at the end of each day. 

The recommendation that the Depart¬ 
ment institute a monitoring system of the 
records keot by sugar companies and also 
increase the number of field inspections 
and payroll audits has been considered. 
It is felt that the present system of inter¬ 
viewing workers while in the field is an 
effective means to determine whether the 
workers are receiving the proper wage. 
In this manner, any question of wages 
is resolved before compliance personnel 
leave the farm. Should a question or 
misunderstanding arise, or a wage claim 
be filed, the producer’s records are ex¬ 
amined by the county ASC committee to 
injure that the producer has complied 
with the wage provisions as one of the 
conditions for receiving his Sugar Act 
payment. 

It was also recommended that briefs 
covering subjects relating to the estab¬ 
lishment of fair and reasonable wages 
which are submitted after the public 
hearing be made available to interested 
persons. The hearing transcript and all 
exhibits submitted to support testimony 
presented at the public hearing, as well as 
supplemental briefs submitted subse¬ 
quent to the hearing, are made available 
for public use by the Office of the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk at the Department. 
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The Sugar Act will expire on Decem¬ 
ber 3i, 1974, unless it is extended by the 
Congress. A proposed extension of the 
act has behn rejected by the House of 
Representatives. In the absence of leg¬ 
islative authority to issue any Depart¬ 
mental regulations for the 1975 and sub¬ 
sequent crops, including any determina¬ 
tion of fair and reasonable wage rates, 
consideration has not been given to the 
recommendations relating to the date 
such wage regulations should be issued, 
to the appropriate date to conduct the 
hearing, or to the establishment of a 
panel of workers and government officials 
to investigate labor problems. 

Prospects for the 1974 crop appear fa¬ 
vorable at this time. The USDA Crop 
Reporting Board, in the September issue 
of Crop Production, forecasts that the 
1974 Florida crop is growing on about 
4 percent more acreage than the 1973 
crop. However, the indicated yield is 
about 5 percent less than that achieved 
in 1973 and a full 21 percent less than 
the average yield achieved during the 
excellent. 1972 crop. This yield factor re¬ 
duces anticipated cane production in 
1974 to a level slightly less than 1973. 
Even with relatively constant produc¬ 
tion, anticipated higher prices of sugar 
should afford producers the opportunity 
to improve their overall profit position. 
Consequently, the wage increases in this 
determination are fair and reasonable 
and are expected to be within the pro¬ 
ducers' ability to pay. This determina¬ 
tion will remain in effect for all 1974- 
crop harvest work unless and until 
amended, superseded, or terminated. 

On the basis of an examination of all 
relevant factors, the provisions of this 
determination are deemed to be fair and 
reasonable. Accordingly, I hereby find 
and conclude that the foregoing wage de¬ 
termination will effectuate the wage pro¬ 
visions of the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended. 

Note: The recordkeeping and reporting 
requirements of these regulations have been 
approved by, and subsequent recordkeeping 
and reporting requirements will be subject to 
the approval of the Office of Management 
and Budget In accordance with the Federal 
Reports Act of 1942. 

Effective Date. This determination 
shall become effective on September 30, 
1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 8, 1974. 

Glenn A. Weir. 

Acting Administrator , Agricul¬ 
tural Stabilization and Con¬ 
servation Service. 

|FR Doc.74-23905 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 
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I Grapefruit Regulation 20] 

906—ORANGES AND GRAPEFRUIT 

VAUE? rn S 0WER Rl ° GRAKM 


Limitation of Shipments 
This regulation sets minimum grade 
*nd size requirements for shipments of 


grapefruit grown in the Lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Tex&s for the period 
November 4, 1974, through November 2, 
1975. These requirements are designed 
to promote orderly marketing and provide 
consumers with an ample supply of ac¬ 
ceptable-quality fruit. 

On September 18, 1974, notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 33536) regard¬ 
ing a proposed regulation to be made ef¬ 
fective pursuant to the marketing agree¬ 
ment, as amended, and Order No. 906, as 
amended (7 CFR Part 906), regulating 
the handling of oranges and grapefruit 
grown in the Lower Rio Grande Valley in 
Texas. This notice allowed interested per¬ 
sons 14 days during which they could 
submit written data, views, or arguments 
pertaining to this proposed regulation. 
None were submitted. The proposed regu¬ 
lation was recommended by the Texas 
Valley Citrus Committee established pur¬ 
suant to the said marketing agreement 
and order. Tills program is effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674). 

Tills regulation is based on the Depart¬ 
ment’s appraisal of the crop and cur¬ 
rent and prospective market conditions 
for Texas grapefruit. The grade and size 
requirements are comparable to those in 
effect during the 1973-74 season. The size 
requirements are more stringent during 
the first part of the season and are de¬ 
signed to delay the harvest of the fruit 
until such time as it reaches its full 
growth. Later in the season, about the 
end of February. Texas grapefruit nor¬ 
mally reach their full growth, and much 
of the larger fruit has been picked. At 
that time it is desirable to allow shipment 
of smaller-sized grapefruit because the 
fruit has reached full size, and the sup¬ 
plies of grapefruit are diminishing. Ship¬ 
ment of grapefruit from the production 
area is now in progress, and such ship¬ 
ments are regulated by grade and size 
through November 3, 1974, under 

§ 906.353 Grapefruit Regulation 25 (38 
FR 28284). Ftuit in such shipments is 
required to grade U.S. Fancy, U.S. No. 1, 
U.S. No. 1 Bright, U.S. No. 1 Bronze, or 
U.S. No. 2, and be at least 3%o Inches 
in diameter. The grade and size require¬ 
ments, which would become effective No¬ 
vember 4, 1974, are necessary to ensure 
the continued shipment of fruit of ap¬ 
propriate grades and sizes in the interest 
of both growers and consumers. The ac¬ 
tion is necessary to maintain orderly 
marketing conditions by preventing the 
demoralizing effect on the market caused 
by the shipment of lower-quality and 
smaller-sized fruit when more than am¬ 
ple supplies of the more desirable grades 
and sizes are available to serve consum¬ 
ers’ needs. The requirements are con¬ 
sistent with the objectives of the act of 
promoting orderly marketing and pro¬ 
tecting the interest of consumers. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented, including the proposal 
set forth in the aforesaid notice, the re¬ 
commendation and information submit¬ 
ted by the committee, and other avail¬ 
able information, it is hereby found and 
determined that the regulation, as here¬ 
inafter set forth, is in accordance with 


the provisions of the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order and will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec¬ 
tive date of this regulation until 30 days 
alter publication in the Fedreal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking concerning this regu¬ 
lation, with an effective date as herein¬ 
after publication in the Federal Register 
after specified, was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 33536), and no 
objection to this regulation or such effec¬ 
tive date was received; (2) compliance 
with the regulation will not require any 
special preparation on the part of the 
persons subject thereto which cannot 
be completed by the effective time here¬ 
of; and (3) shipment of grapefruit from 
the production area is now in progress, 
and this regulation should be applicable, 
insofar as practicable, to all shipments of 
such grapefruit in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. 

§ 906.355 Grapefruit Regulation 26. 

Order, (a) During the period November 
4, 1974, through November 2, 1975, no 
handler shall h?ndle: 

(1) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown in the production area, unless such 
grapefruit grade U.S. Fancy, U.S. No. 1, 
U.S. No. 1 Bright, U.S. No. 1 Bronze, or 
U.S. No. 2; 

(2) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown in the production area, which are 
smaller than pack size 96, as such size 
is specified in § 51.630(c) of the U.S. 
Standards for Grapefruit (Texas and 
States other than Florida, California and 
Arizona), except that the minimum di¬ 
ameter limit for pack size 96 grapefruit 
in any lot shall be 3%o inches: Provided ; 
That during the period February 24,1975, 
through November 2, 1975, no handler 
shall handle any grapefruit of any vari¬ 
ety, grown in the production area, which 
are smaller than pack size 112, as such 
size is specified in § 51.630(c) of the 
aforesaid UJ3. Standards for Grapefruit, 
except that the minimum diameter limit 
for pack size 112 grapefruit in any lot 
shall be 3 r >ic inches; 

(3) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec¬ 
tion certificate has been issued with re¬ 
spect thereto not more than 48 hours 
prior to the time of shipment; or 

(4) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, unless such grape¬ 
fruit meet all the applicable container 
and pack requirements which are in ef¬ 
fect pursuant to the aforesaid marketing 
agreement and order during the period. 

(b) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order; and terms 
relating to grade and diameter, when 
used herein, shall have the same meaning 
as is given to the respective term in the 
United States Standards for Grapefruit 
(Texas and States other than Florida, 
California and Arizona) <7 CFR 51.620- 
51.653). 
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(8eca. 1-19, 48 8tat. 81, %b amended; 7 XJB.C . 
601-674). 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

Charles R. Bradbr, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

[PR Doc.74-23951 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


[Orange Regulation 26) 

PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPEFRUIT 

GROWN IN THE LOWER RIO GRANDE 

VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

This regulation sets the minimum re¬ 
quirements for shipments of oranges 
grown in the Lower Rio Grande Valley 
in Texas at U.S. No. 2 grade and 2 
inches in diameter for the period Novem¬ 
ber 4, 1974, through November 2, 1975. 
These requirements are designed to pro¬ 
mote orderly marketing and provide con¬ 
sumers with an ample supply of accept¬ 
able-quality fruit. 

On September 18, 1974, notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 33536) regard¬ 
ing a proposed regulation to be made 
effective pursuant to the marketing 
agreement, as ame nded , and Order No. 
906. as amended (7 CFR Part 906), regu¬ 
lating the handling of oranges and 
grapefruit grown in the Lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Texas. This notice 
allowed interested persons 14 days during 
which they could submit written data, 
views, or arguments pertaining to this 
proposed regulation. None were sub¬ 
mitted. The proposed regulation was 
recommended by the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee established pursuant to the 
said marketing agreement and order. 
This program is effective under the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

This action reflects the Department’s 
appraisal of the crop and current and 
prospective market conditions for Texas 
oranges. Shipment of oranges from the 
production area is now in progress, and 
such shipments are regulated by grade 
and size through November 3, 1974, 
under § 906.352 Orange Regulation 25 
(38 FR 28283). Fruit in such shipments is 
required to grade U.S. Fancy. U.S. No. 1. 
UJS. No. 1 Bright, U.S. No. 1 Bronze. U.S. 
Combination (with not less than 60 per¬ 
cent. by count, of the oranges in any lot 
thereof grading at least U.S. No. 1), or 
UJS. No. 2, and be at least 2%q inches 
in diameter. The grade and size require¬ 
ments, which would become effective 
November 4, 1974. are the same as the 
requirements currently in effect and are 
necessary to ensure the continued ship¬ 
ment of fruit of appropriate grades and 
sizes in the interest of both growers and 
consumers. The action is necessary to 
maintain orderly marketing conditions 
by preventing the demoralizing effect on 
the market caused by the shipment of 
lower-quality and smaller-sized fruit 
when more than ample supplies of the 
more desirable grades and sizes are avail¬ 


able to serve consumers* needs. The re¬ 
quirements are consistent with the ob¬ 
jectives of the act of promoting orderly 
marketing and protecting the interest of 
consumers. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented, including the propo¬ 
sal set forth in the aforesaid notice, the 
recommendation and information sub¬ 
mitted by the committee, and other 
available information, it is hereby found 
and-determined that the regulation, as 
hereinafter set forth, is in accordance 
with the provisions of the said amended 
marketing agreement and order and will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec¬ 
tive date of this regulation until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking concerning this reg¬ 
ulation. with an effective date as here¬ 
inafter specified, was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 33536), and no 
objection to this regulation or such effec¬ 
tive date was received; (2) compliance 
with the regulation will not require any 
special preparation on the part of the 
persons subject thereto which cannot be 
completed by the effective time hereof; 
and (3) shipment of oranges from the 
production area is now in progress, and 
this regulation should be applicable, in¬ 
sofar as practicable, to all shipments of 
such oranges in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. 

§ 906.354 Orange Regulation 26. 

Order, (a) During the period Novem¬ 
ber 4. 1974, through November 2, 1975, 
no handler shall handle: 

(1) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
in the production area, unless such or¬ 
anges grade U.S. Fancy. UJS. No. I, U.S. 
No. 1 Bright. U.S. No. 1 Bronze. U.S. Com¬ 
bination (with not less than 60 percent, 
by count, of the oranges in any lot thereof 
grading at least U.S. No. 1), or U.S. 
No. 2; 

(2) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
in the production area, which are smaller 
than pack size 288, as such size is spec¬ 
ified in § 51.691(c) of the U.S. Standards 
for Oranges (Texas and States other than 
Florida. California, and Arizona), except 
that the minimum diameter limit for 
pack size 288 oranges in any lot shall be 
2%n inches; 

(3) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
as aforesaid, for which inspection is re¬ 
quired unless an appropriate inspection 
certificate has been issued with respect 
thereto not more than 48 hours prior to 
the time of shipment; or 

(4) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
as aforesaid, unless such oranges meet all 
the applicable container and pack re¬ 
quirements which are in effect pursuant 
to the aforesaid marketing agreement 
and order during the period. 

(b) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order; and terms 
relating to grade and diameter, when 


used herein, have the same meaning as 
is given to the respective term in the 
United States Standards for Oranges 
(Texas and States other than Florida, 
Caiiforna, and Arizona) (7 CFR 51.680- 
51.714). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 DSC 
601-674) 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc.74-23953 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


CHAPTER XVIII—FARMERS HOME AD¬ 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER D—GUARANTEED LOANS 
[FmHA Instruction 449.11 

PART 1842—BUSINESS AND 
INDUSTRIAL LOANS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Section 1842.23, Part 1842, Title 7, Code 
of Federal Regulations (39 FR 34263), is 
amended. This amendment is not issued 
for proposed rulemaking because pending 
loan applications would be delayed and 
such delay would be contrary to the 
public interest. Interested persons are in¬ 
vited to submit written comments, sug¬ 
gestions. or objections regarding this 
amendment to the Deputy Administra¬ 
tor Comptroller. Farmers Home Ad¬ 
ministration. U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture. Room 5007, South Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, on or before 
November 15, 1974. Comments thus sub¬ 
mitted will be evaluated and acted upon 
in the same manner as if this document 
were a proposal. All written submissions 
made pursuant to this notice will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
Office of the Deputy Administrator 
Comptroller during regular business 
hours (8:15 a.m.-4:45 p.m.). 

The amendment makes the following 
editorial and procedural changes: 

1. Section 1842.23(a) is amended to 
authorize a variable interest rate; 

2. A new § 1842.23(b) is added to ex¬ 
plain the conditions under which variable 
interest may rise and fall; 

3. Section 1842.23(b) has been re¬ 
designated as paragraph (c) without 
change; and, 

4. Section 1842.23(c) has been redesig¬ 
nated as paragraph (d) without change. 

As amended the section reads as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1842.23 Interest rule to the borrower. 

(a) The interest rate of B&I guaran¬ 
teed loans, subject to the approval of 
FmHA, will be negotiated between the 
lender and the applicant at a rate that 
shall be legal and reasonable. The inter¬ 
est rate may be fixed or variable as deter¬ 
mined by the lender and the borrower. 
The variable interest rate must be a rate 
that is tied to a base rate that is pub¬ 
lished periodically in a financial publica¬ 
tion readily available to the borrower and 
the lender. 
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lb) The variable interest must rise and 
fall with the selected base rate and 
changes can be made no more often than 
quarterly. There will he no floor nor ceil¬ 
ing on these rates. 

• • * « • 

1(7 U.8.C. 1989); delegation of authority by 
the Sec. of Agrl M 1 CFR 2.23; delegation of 
authority by the Asst. Bee. for Rimd Devel¬ 
opment, 7 CFB 2.70.) 

Effective date. This amendment is ef¬ 
fective on October 15, 1974. 

Dated: October 4,1974. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator , 

Fanners Home Administration. 

JFB Doc.74-23902 Piled 10-11-7*;8:45 am] 


Title 8—Aliens and Nationality 

CHAPTER I—IMMIGRATION AND NATU 

RALIZATION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 

OF JUSTICE 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER 

Pursuant to section 552 of Title 5 of 
the United States Code (50 Stat. 383) 
and the authority contained in section 
103 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103), 28 CFR 
0.105(b) and 8 CFR 2.1. miscellaneous 
amendments, as set forth herein, are 
prescribed in Parts 214, 223, 238,242, and 
299 of Chapter I of Title 8 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

In Part 214, the second sentence of 

§ 214.2(f) (4) is amended to permit a 
nonimmigrant student to file an appli¬ 
cation for school transfer with the office 
of tills Service having jurisdiction over 
tlie school to which he wishes to transfer, 
instead of with the Service office having 
jurisdiction over the school he was last 
authorized to attend, where he has failed 
to attend the latter school. The amend¬ 
ment incorporates into the regulations 
an existing Service procedure. 

In Part 223, § 223.1 is amended by add¬ 
ing a new sentence to provide that if 
an applicant for a permit to reenter the 
United States has had a change of name 
through marriage or by order of a court 
of competent Jurisdiction, and a re¬ 
entry permit or Form 1-151 (Alien Reg¬ 
istration Receipt Card) has never been 
issued in the changed name, the appli¬ 
cation for a reentry penult shall be ac¬ 
companied by documentary evidence of 
such name change. 

Pursuant to section 238(d) of the Im¬ 
migration and Nationality Act, agree¬ 
ments have been entered into between 
the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization and Empresa de Trans¬ 
porte Aereo del Peru (AeroPeru). Iberia 
Air Lines of Spain, and Texas Interna¬ 
tional Airlines, Inc., transportation lines 
operating to ports of the United States, 
tu guarantee the passage through the 
United States in immediate and con- 
tinuou* * transit ot aliens destined to 
foreign countries. In Part 238 , §238.3 rt» 
«. therefore, amended tty adding the 
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specified lines to the listings of sig¬ 
natory lines. 

An agreement for preinspection at 
Winnipeg, Canada, of flights of Frontier 
Airlines. Inc., destined to the United 
States, has been entered into between 
Frontier Airlines, Inc., and the Commis¬ 
sioner of Immigration and Naturaliza¬ 
tion pursuant to sections 103 and 238<b) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 
Therefore, in Part 238, § 238.4 is amended 
by adding the specified airline to the 
listing of transportation lines which 
have entered into agreements for the pre¬ 
inspection of their passengers and crews 
at places outside the United States. 

In Part 242, § 242.22 is amended by 
adding a new sentence between the ex¬ 
isting second and third sentences there¬ 
of to provide for the use by special in¬ 
quiry officers of a uniform Service-wide 
form order (Form 1-328) to grant a mo¬ 
tion to reopen deportation proceedings 
where there is no opposition to the mo¬ 
tion. The amendment is made in an effort 
to expedite the handling of certain mo¬ 
tions to reopen. A corollary amendment 
is made in Part 299 by adding Form 
1-328 to the listing of forms in § 299.1. 

In the light of the foregoing, the fol¬ 
lowing amendments to Chapter I of Title 
8 of the Code of Federal Regulations are 
hereby prescribed: 

PART 214—NONIMMIGRANT CLASSES 

In § 214.2(f) (4), the second sentence 
is amended. As amended. § 214.2(f) (4) 
reads as follows: 

§ 214.2 Special requirements for ndmi*- 
ftion, extension, and maintenance of 
status. 

• • • • • 

(f) Students. 


(4) School transfer . A student shall 
not be eligible to transfer to another 
school unless he submits a valid Form I- 
20 completed by that school and the Serv¬ 
ice grants him permission to transfer. 
Application for transfer shall be made on 
Form 1-538 and shall be filed in the Serv¬ 
ice office having jurisdiction over the 
school which he was last authorized by 
the Service to attend; however, if the 
student has failed to commence or con¬ 
tinue full-time attendance at such 
school, he may instead file the applica¬ 
tion in the Service office having jurisdic¬ 
tion over the school to which he wishes 
to transfer. Permission to transfer may 
be granted only If the applicant estab¬ 
lishes that he Is a bona fide nonimmi¬ 
grant student, that he intends to take 
a full course of study at the school to 
which he wishes to transfer, arid that he 
in fact was a full-time student at the 
school which he was last authorized by 
the Service to attend, unless failure to 
commence or continue full-time attend¬ 
ance was due to circumstances beyond 
his control or was otherwise justified. The 
name of the school to which transfer is 
authorized shall be endorsed on the stu¬ 
dent's Form 1-84. 

• • • 8 • 
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PART 223—REENTRY PERMITS 

Section 223JL is amended by adding A 
new sentence between the existing sec¬ 
ond and third sentences. As amended, 
§ 223.1 reads as follows: 

§ 223.1 Application. 

An application for a reentry permit 
under the provisions of section 223 of the 
Act shall be submitted on Form 1-131 
by an applicant in the United States at 
least 30 days prior to the proposed date 
of departure. It shall be accompanied by 
the applicant's alien registration receipt 
card Form 1-151, AR-3, or AR-103. or 
an application for a lost or destroyed 
card on Form 1-90. If the applicant's 
name has been changed by marriage or 
by order of any court of competent juris¬ 
diction, and a reentry permit or Form 
1-151 has never been issued hi the 
changed name, the application shall also 
be accompanied by appropriate docu¬ 
mentary evidence of such change. A re¬ 
entry permit shall not be issued unless 
the alien is in possession of or is being 
furnished Form 1-151. Additional pages 
for the affixation of foreign visas may be 
attached to a valid reentry permit with¬ 
out formal application or fee. A reentry 
permit applicant who is a lawful perma¬ 
nent resident alien, but who has an occu¬ 
pational status which would if he were 
seeking admission to the United States 
entitle him to a nonimmigrant status 
under section 101(a) (15) (A). (E), or 
(G), of the Act, may be issued a reentry 
permit only if he executes and submits 
with his application, or has previously 
executed and submitted, the written 
waiver on Form 1-508 required by section 
247(b) of the Act and Part 247 of this 
chapter, and, if applicable. Form I^508F 
(election as to tax exemption under the 
Convention between the United States 
and the French Republic) required by 
Part 247 of this chapter. The applicant 
shall be notified of the decision made on 
his application for a reentry permit and 
if the application is denied of the reasons 
therefor and of his right to appeal in 
accordance with the provisions of Part 
103 of this chapter. 

PART 238—CONTRACTS WITH 
TRANSPORTATION LINES 

§238.3 (Amended] 

In £ 238.3 Aliens in immediate and con¬ 
tinuous transit , the listing of transporta¬ 
tion lines in paragraph (b> Signatory 
lines is amended by adding thereto in 
alphabetical sequence the following 
transportation lines: "AeroPeru (see. 
Empresa de Transporte Aereo del Peru)", 
"Empresa de Transporte Aereo del Peru 
(AeroPeru)", “Iberia Air Lines of Spain", 
and “Texas International Airlines. Inc." 

§ 238.4JH [Amended I 

The listing of transportation lines 
under "At Winnipeg** of § 238.4 Prein¬ 
spection outside the United States is 
amended by adding thereto in alphabeti¬ 
cal sequence the following transportation 
line: "Frontier Airlines, Inc.*' 
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PART 242—PROCEEDINGS TO DETER¬ 
MINE DEPORTABILITY OF ALIENS IN 
THE UNITED STATES: APPREHENSION, 
CUSTODY, HEARING, AND APPEAL 

In § 242.22, a new sentence is added 
between the existing second and third 
sentences. As amended, § 24.2.22 reads as 
follows: 

§ 242.22 Reopening or reconsideration. 

Except as otherwise provided in this 
section, a motion to reopen or reconsider 
shall be subject to the requirements of 
§ 103.5 of this chapter. The special in¬ 
quiry officer may upon his own motion, 
or upon motion of the trial attorney or 
the respondent, reopen or reconsider any 
case in which he had made a decision, 
unless jurisdiction in the case is vested 
in the Board under Part 3 of this chapter. 
An order by the special inquiry officer 
granting a motion to reopen may be 
made on Form 1-328. A motion to reopen 
will not be granted unless the special in¬ 
quiry officer is satisfied that evidence 
sought to be offered is material and was 
not available and could not have been 
discovered or presented at the hearing; 
nor will any motion to reopen for the 
purpose of providing the respondent with 
an opportunity to make an application 
under § 242.17 be granted if respondent’s 
right to make such application was fully 
explained to him by the special inquiry 
officer and he was afforded an opportu¬ 
nity to do so at the hearing, unless cir¬ 
cumstances have arisen thereafter on the 
basis of which the request is being made. 
The filing of an application for adjust¬ 
ment of status under section 245 of the 
Act may be considered as the motion to 
reopen when the application shows new 
material not available or ascertainable 
at the time of the deportation hearing. 
The filing with a special inquiry officer of 
a motion under this section shall not 
serve to stay the execution of an out¬ 
standing decision; execution shall pro¬ 
ceed unless the special inquiry officer who 
has jurisdiction over the motion specifi¬ 
cally grants a stay of deportation. In his 
discretion, the special inquiry officer may 
stay deportation pending his determina¬ 
tion of the motion and also pending the 
taking and disposition of an appeal from 
such determination. 

PART 299—IMMIGRATION FORMS 

The listing of forms in § 299.1 is 
amended by adding thereto in alphabeti¬ 
cal and numerical sequence the following 
form: 

§ 299.1 PrewriM forms. 

• # » # « 

Form No. Title and description 

• • • • * 

1-328.. (5-15-74) Order on Motion to Reopen. 
• • • • • 

Compliance with the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 553 of Title 5 of the United States 
Code (80 Stat. 383) as to notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and delayed effective 
date is unnecessary in this instance and 
would serve no useful purpose because 
the amendment to 5 214.2(f)(4) in¬ 


corporates into the regulations an exist¬ 
ing Service practice; the amendments to 
§§ 223.1, 242.22, and 299.1 relate to 
agency procedure; and the amendments 
to §§ 238.3(b) and 238.4 add transporta¬ 
tion lines to the listings. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on October 15. 1974. 

Dated: October 8 , 1974. 

L. F. Chapman, Jr. 

Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization . 

(FR Doc.74-23882 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 

Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER II—FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 205—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURES AND SANCTIONS 

PART 211—MANDATORY PETROLEUM 

ALLOCATION REGULATIONS 

Adjustments to Base Period Use, Shifting 

of Entitlements Among Gasoline Outlets, 

and Distribution of Surplus Product 

On August 13,1974, the Federal Energy 
Administration published a notice of 
proposed rulemaking (39 FR 29601) to 
amend Part 211 of the Mandatory 
Petroleum Allocation Regulations con¬ 
cerning adjustments to base period uses, 
including adjustments for changed cir¬ 
cumstances, the shifting of allocation en¬ 
titlements among gasoline retail sales 
outlets, and the distribution of surplus 
product. Approximately fifty (50) com¬ 
ments were received in response to that 
notice. 

In response to comments concerning 
§ 211.10(g) (5). that section has been re¬ 
vised to clarify the conditions for dis¬ 
posal of surplus products. Surplus prod¬ 
uct may be sold not only to the supplier’s 
base period purchasers, but also to pur¬ 
chasers with whom the supplier has no 
ongoing relationship. Sales to such un¬ 
related purchasers will be deemed sales 
to independents for the purpose of de¬ 
termining the maximum volume which 
can be sold through his owned and op¬ 
erated outlets. The ratio of sales of sur¬ 
plus product through company owned 
and operated outlets to total sales of sur¬ 
plus product can not exceed the ratio 
between the corresponding base period 
volumes prior to adjustment. Although 
the latter ratio is to be developed from 
unadjusted base period volumes, the base 
period volumes of purchasers assigned 
to the supplier by the FEA are to be in¬ 
cluded in calculating the ratio. 

Although many comments disapproved 
of the proposed revocation of § 211.13(c) 
which provided an adjustment for 
changed circumstances, FEA has con¬ 
cluded that in order to preserve product 
distribution patterns as they existed 
during the base period, additional ad¬ 
justments to base period uses must be 
restricted to exceptional situations. Sec¬ 
tion 211.13(c) is therefore revoked. Con¬ 
sequently, further adjustments to base 
period use which are not otherwise pro¬ 
vided by §§211.13, 211.12(h) or other 
sections expressly providing for an ad¬ 


justment can only be made as an excep¬ 
tion to FEA’s regulations pursuant to 
Part 205. Part 205 has been amended to 
provide for initial action by the appro¬ 
priate regional office on requests for ex¬ 
ceptions related to adjustments to base 
period uses for certain fuels. FEA would 
caution that exceptions are granted only 
on a showing of a serious hardship or 
gross inequity. Consequently, those firms 
seeking an adjustment through the ex¬ 
ception process must qualify under those 
standards. 

The comments received with respect to 
the remaining amendments were sub¬ 
stantially in favor of the proposed 
changes, and raised no valid objections. 
Therefore. FEA hereby adopts all amend¬ 
ments as proposed, with the exception ol 
the modification of § 211.10(g) (5) dis¬ 
cussed above. 

(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act ol 
1973, Pub. L. 93-159; Federal Energy Admin¬ 
istration Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-275; EO 
11790 (39 FR 23185)). 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
211 of Chapter n, Title 10 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, is amended as 
set forth below. The effective date of the 
amendment to § 211.10(g) (5) is Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1974. All the remaining amend¬ 
ments are effective immediately. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 8, 1974. 

Robert E. Montgomery, Jr., 
General Counsel 

1. Section 205.52 is amended in para¬ 
graph <b) to read as follows: 

§ 205.52 Where to file. 

• • • • • 

(b)(1) All applications for exception 
to Part 211 that relate to adjustments 
to base period use of motor gasoline, 
middle distillates (except for use by elec¬ 
tric utilities and as bunker fuel). residual 
fuel oil (except for use by electric utili¬ 
ties and as bunker fuel), or propane, 
shall be filed with the appropriate re¬ 
gional office at the address provided in 
§ 205.12. 

(2) All applications for exception to 
Part 212 that relate to the retail sale 
of motor gasoline, heating oil, diesel fuel, 
or propane shall be filed with the ap¬ 
propriate regional office at the address 
provided in § 205.12. 

2. Section 211.10 is amended in para¬ 
graphs (f)(2) and (g)(5) to read as 
follows: 

§211.10 Supplier's method of alloca¬ 
tion. 


(f) Allocation fractions less than one. 

• * • 

(2) Any supplier whose allocation 
fraction is equal to or less than one ( 1 . 0 ) 
and whose wholesale purchasers (other 
than retail sales outlets of gasoline 
owned and operated by that supplier) 
and end-users entitled to receive an al¬ 
location from that supplier either have 
not purchased or have notified the sup¬ 
plier of their intent not to purchase by 
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the end of the period corresponding to a 
base period may report and dispose of 
such volumes in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of paragraph tg) of this section. 

, • m • • 

(g) Allocation fractions greater than 

one. • * * 

i 5 ) Reporting suppliers . Any supplier 
which reports pursuant to paragraph (3) 
above may distribute its surplus product 
at its discretion If it is not notified to the 
contrary within ten (10) days of receipt 
of FEA of the supplier ’s notification un¬ 
der subparagraph (3) of this paragraph 
except that (i) the supplier shall supply, 
in the aggregate, to any and all pur¬ 
chasers in the category of wholesale pur¬ 
chaser-resellers which are branded inde¬ 
pendent marketers and. separately, to 
any and all purcliasers in the category 
of wholesale purchaser-resellers which 
are nonbranded independent marketers, 
to the extent that such categories of pur¬ 
chasers are willing to accent it. at least 
the same proportion of the supplier’s sur¬ 
plus product as the total base period 
volumes (prior to any adjustments) of 
branded or non-branded independent 
marketers which are entitled to receive 
an allocation from that supplier bear to 
the total base period volumes (prior to 
any adjustments) of all purchasers in¬ 
cluding those assigned by FEA. which 
are entitled to receive an allocation 
from that supplier and (ii) retail sales 
outlets owned and operated by the sup¬ 
plier may not purchase or be supplied, in 
the aggregate, a greater proportion of the 
supplier's surplus product than the total 
base period volumes (prior to any ad¬ 
justments) of all such retail sales out¬ 
lets bear to the total base period volumes 
(prior tj any adjustments) of all pur¬ 
chasers, including those assigned *by 
FEA. which are entitled to receive an al¬ 
location from that supplier unless the 
supplier first meets all requests for 
products from any and all independent 
marketers to the extent required in 
clause (i) of this paragraph. 

3. Section 211.13 is amended by delet¬ 
ing paragraphs (b)(2) and tc) in their 
entirety, renumbering paragraph (b)(3) 
as (b)(2) and paragraph (e) as (g>, and 
adding a new paragraph <e) to read as 
follows: 

§ 211.13 Adjustment* to base period vol¬ 
umes. 

• • • • * 

(e) Additional Adjustments . Whole¬ 
sale purchasers and end-users may peti¬ 
tion FEA for additional adjustments to 
their base period uses in accordance with 
the provisions of feubpart D of Part 205 
of this chapter governing exceptions to 
the regulations. Such adjustments will be 
granted only for the purpose of prevent¬ 
ing or correcting a serious hardship or 
gross inequity. 

4. Section 211.106 is amended in para¬ 
graph (b)(3)(ii) to read as follows: 

§ 211*106 RcUul sales outlet. 

• • • • • 

(b) Retail sales outlets as a firm. • • • 

(3) • • • 

(ii) A supplier may reassign up to 


thirty (30) percent cf the allocation en¬ 
titlement (excluding any amounts which 
those retail sales outlets have certified 
pursuant to § 211 . 12 (d) to be for ulti¬ 
mate use under an allocation level not 
subject to an allocation fraction) of a 
retail sales outlet which it operates to 
another retail sales outlet which it op¬ 
erates provided that no retail sales out¬ 
let may have its allocation entitlement 
(excluding any amounts which those re¬ 
tail sales outlets have certified pursuant 
to § 211 . 12 (d) to be for ultimate use un¬ 
der an allocation level not subject to an 
allocation fraction) increased by more 
than thirty (30) percent pursuant to any 
reassignment permitted by this para¬ 
graph (b) (3) (ii). 

IFR Doc.74-23919 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 am| 

Title 12—Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK BOARD 

{No. 74-1022J 

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
SYSiEM 

PART 526— LIMITATIONS ON RATE OF 
RETURN 

Certificate Accounts of $100,000 or More 

October 2.1974. 

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
considers it advisable to amend $ 526.5-1 
of the regulations for the Federal Home 
Loan Bank System (12 CFR 526.5-1) in 
order to authorize institutions which are 
members of the Federal Home Loan 
Bank System to increase their outstand¬ 
ing amounts of certain certificate ac¬ 
counts of $ 100,000 or more from 10 per¬ 
cent of total savings accounts to 15 per¬ 
cent of total saving accounts, provided 
that the certificate accounts comprising 
the additional 5 percent have maturities 
of at least two years. 

Accordingly, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board hereby amends £ 526.5-1 (b) 
of the regulations for the Federal Home 
Loan Bank System to read as set forth 
below, effective October 15, 1974. 

Since the above amendment relieves 
restriction, the Board hereby finds that 
notice and public procedure with respect 
to said amendment are unnecessary un¬ 
der the provisions of 12 CFR 508.11 and 5 
U.S.C. 553(b); and since publication of 
said amendment for the 30-day period 
specified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 U.S.C. 
553(d) prior to the effective date of said 
amendment would in the opinion of the 
Board be unnecessary for the same rea¬ 
son, the Board hereby provides that said 
amendment shall become effective as 
hereinbefore set forth. 

§ 526..>—1 Certificate accounts of $100,- 
000 or more. 

• • • • 9 

(b) Percentage limitations. No mem¬ 
ber institution may pay a return at a 
rate in excess of 6.75 percent per annum 
on any certificate account of $ 100,000 
or more if, as a result of the issuance of 
such certificate account, the total 
amount of all such certificate accounts 
then outstanding, on which a return 
is being paid at a rate in excess of 6.75 


percent per annum, would exceed 15 per¬ 
cent of the institution’s total savings 
accounts outstanding at the end of its 
most recent distribution period for 
regular accounts; provided, however, 
that the total amount of all such cer¬ 
tificate accounts then outstanding hav¬ 
ing an original fixed or minimum term 
or qualifying period of less than two 
years shall not exceed 10 percent of such 
total savings accounts. 

• « • • • 

(Sec. 5B. 47 Stat. 727, as added by see. 4, 80 
Stat. 824. as amended by Public Law 91-161, 
sec. 2(b). 83 Stat. 871. sec. 17, 47 Stat. 738, as 
amended; 12 U.S.C. 1425b, 1437. Reorg. Plan 
No. 3 of 1947, 12 P.R. 4981. 8 CFR. 1943-48 
Comp., p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[seal] A. Catherine Poore, 

Assistant Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-23906 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

| Airworthiness Docket No. 74-WE-41-AD; 

Arndt. 39-1990] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Hiller Models 

There have been fatigue cracks in the 
Control Rotor Blade Spar Tube initiat¬ 
ing at the outboard bottom attachment 
(to the cuff) bolt hole which have prop¬ 
agated completely around the spar tube 
causing the blade assembly to separate 
from the cuff with subsequent loss of 
control of the helicopter. Since this con¬ 
dition is likely to exist or develop in other 
helicopters of the same design, an air¬ 
worthiness directive is being issued to 
require inspection of the Control Rotor 
Blade Spar. Tube for cracks, corrosion 
or excessive wear of the outboard reten¬ 
tion bolt holes; and replacement or re¬ 
pair, if necessary, on Hiller Model TJH- 
12. UH-12A, UH-12B, UH-12C, UH-12D, 
UH-12E, UH-12E (4-place). and all mili¬ 
tary models including H-23A, H-23B, 
H-23 C, H-23D. H-23F. OH-23G, HTE-1. 
HTE-2 and CHI 12. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Hnux. Applies to HOler Model UH-12, UH- 
12A. UH-12B, UH-12C. UH-12D, UH-I2E, 
UH-12E (4-piaee). And all military mod¬ 
els including H-23A. H-23B, H-23C. H- 
23D, H-23F. OH-23G. HTE-1. HTE^2 and 
CHI 12 bell copters certificated in all cate¬ 
gories. 

Compliance required within the next 
25 hours* of helicopter operation after 
the effective date of this AD, unless al- 
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ready accomplished within the last 75 
hours’ of helicopter operation, and there¬ 
after at intervals not to exceed 100 hours* 
of helicopter operation from the last 
inspection. 

To detect cracks in the Control Rotor 
Blade Spar Tube and Cuff accomplish 
the following: 

(a) Inspect, replace or repair the Control 
Rotor Blade Spar Tube and Cuff in accord¬ 
ance with Hiller Aviation Service Bulletin 
No. 36-1, Rev. 2. dated June 19, 1974, or later 
FAA-approved revisions. 

Note: For the requirements regarding the 
listing of compliance and method of com¬ 
pliance with this AD in the aircraft mainte¬ 
nance record, see FAR 91.173. 

(b) Fabric covered, metal covered, faired 
and unfalred Control Rotor Blades are not 
Interchangeable and must not be intermixed. 

(c) Equivalent inspection and repair pro¬ 
cedures may be approved by the Chief. Air¬ 
craft Engineering Division, FAA Western Re¬ 
gion upon submittal of adequate substan¬ 
tiating data. 

(d) Aircraft may be flown to a base for 
performance of the inspections required by 
this AD per FAR's 21.197 and 21.199. 

This amendment becomes effective Oc¬ 
tober 18, 1974. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423) and sec. 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Los Angeles, California on 
October 4,1974. 

Arvin O. Basnight, 
Director, FAA Western Region. 

(FR Doc.74-23863 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


l Docket No. 74-NE-38; Arndt. 39-1989] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky S-61L, S-61N, S-61NM and 
S-61R Helicopters 

Amendment 39-283 (31 FR 11714). AD 
66-22-5, as amended by Amendment 39- 
809 (34 FR 12563). Amendment 39-828 
(34 FR 13969), Amendment 39-981 (35 
FR 6858), Amendment 39-1178 (36 FR 
5674) and Amendment 39-1971 (39 FR 
31626) established replacement times for 
modified and original main rotor blades 
to prevent operation with fatigue cracks 
in the spars of the blades of S-61 series 
helicopters certificated in all categories. 
After issuing amendment 39-1971, due 
to the development of additional main 
rotor blades, the Agency determined that 
these additional blades be added to the 
list of blades with replacement times to 
be inspected and maintained in accord¬ 
ance with AD 66-22-5. Furthermore, a 
typographical error was found in amend¬ 
ment 39-1971. Therefore, the AD is being 
revised to add the new main rotor blade 
numbers and to correct the typographi¬ 
cal error. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive in less than thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
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me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, Amendment 39-283 (31 F.R. 
11714), AD 66-22-3, as amended by 
Amendment 39-809 (34 FR 12563), 

Amendment 39-828 (34 FR 13969), 

Amendment 39-981 (35 FR 6858), 

Amendment 39-1178 (36 FR 5674), and 
Amendment 39-1971 (39 FR 31626) is 
further amended as follows: 

(1) By striking out the part number 

* 4 S6117-20601 Series” from paragraph 

(d)(2) and inserting in its place: S6115- 
20601 Series. 

(2) By adding to the list in paragraph 
(d) (2) the following part numbers: 

86115-20501-7 
S6115-20501-8 
S6115-20501-9 

This amendment becomes effective 
October 24, 1974. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
and 1423, and Sec. 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act 49 UjS.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, 
on October 3, 1974. 

Ferris J. Howland, 
Director , New England Region . 

[FR Doc.74-23862 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


I Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-25) 

PART 71-—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On Page 29194 of the Federal Register 
dated August 14, 1974, the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration published a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making which would 
amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the 
transition area at Columbus, Ohio. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective De¬ 
cember 5,1974. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 UJS.C. 1348), and of sec. 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.8.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued In Des Plaines, Illinois, on Sep¬ 
tember 24,1974. 

R. O. Ziegler, 

Acting Director , 
Great Lakes Region . 

§71.181 [Amended] 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is amended as indicated 
below: 

Columbus, Ohio 

Add “within a 9 mile radius of Fairfield 
County Airport (latitude 39°46'2I" N., longi¬ 
tude 82°39'27" W.). 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 UJ3.C. 1655(c))) 

[FR Doc.74-23864 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 am| 


[Airspace Docket No. 74-EA-58] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On page 29379 of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister for August 15. 1974. the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a pro¬ 
posed rule which would alter the Monti- 
cello, N.Y., Transition Area (39 FR 547). 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been re¬ 
ceived. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulation is hereby adopted, effective 
0901 G.m.t. December 5, 1974. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348), and sec. 
6(c) of the Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on Septem¬ 
ber 27,1974. 

L. J. Cardinali, 
Deputy Director. 

Eastern Region. 

§71.181 [Amcndc-d] 

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71, Federal 
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the 
description of the Monticello. N.Y. 700- 
foot floor transition area by deleting, 
”northwest of the LOM (41°45'59" N., 
74 6 51'39" W.) ” and by substituting 
therefore, “northwest of the OM 
(41°45'59" N., 74°51'39" W.); within a 
5-mile radius of the center, 41"37T0“ 
N.. 74°42'10" W. of Monticello Airport, 
Monticello, N.Y. and within 2-miles each 
side of the Huguenot, N.Y. VORTAC 338° 
radial extending from the 5-mile radius 
area to 9 miles north of the VORTAC.”, 

[FR Doc.74-23860 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 ami 


[Airspace Docket No. 74-EA-59] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On page 29379 of the Federal Register 
for August 15, 1974, the Federal Aviation 
Administration published a proposed rule 
which would designate a Fairmont, 
W. Va. f Transition Area. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
after publication in which to submit writ¬ 
ten data or views. No objections to the 
proposed regulations have been received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulation is hereby adopted, effective 
0901 G.m.t., December 5,1974. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (72 Stat 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). and sec. 
6(c) of the Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 
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Issued in Jamaica. N.Y.. on Septem¬ 
ber 27. 1974. 

L. J. Cardinali. 
Deputy Director , 
Eastern Region . 

§71.181 [Amended! 

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71, Federal 
Aviation Regulations by adding the Fair¬ 
mont, W. Va. 700-foot floor transition 
area as follows: 

Fairmont. West Virginia 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8.5 mile ra¬ 
dius of the center. 39°26'50" N.. 80 B 10'00” W. 
of Fairmont Airport, Fairmont. W. Va. and 
within 5 miles each side of the Morgantown, 
West Virginia VORTAC 215° radial extending 
from the 8.5 mile radius area to 7.6 miles 
southwest of the VORTAC. 

(FR Doc.74-23861 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am) 


[Airspace Docket No. 74-RM-10) 

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES 

Extension of Jot Route 56 

On July 16, 1974, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making (NPRM) was published in 
the Federal Register (39 FR 26043) stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration (FAA) was considering an 
amendment to Part 75 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations that would extend 
Jet Route 56 from Salt Lake City, Utah, 
direct to Mina, Nev. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro¬ 
posed rule making through the submis¬ 
sion of comments. One objection was re¬ 
ceived from the Department of the Air 
Force which contended that the proposed 
route segment would encroach on op¬ 
erations conducted in Restricted Area R- 
6406 and R-6407. Since these restricted 
areas are joint-use and are used by the 
flying public only during periods of non¬ 
use by the military, this extention of 
Jet Route 56 will in no way affect opera¬ 
tions conducted in the aforementioned 
restricted areas. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Janu¬ 
ary 2,1975, as hereinafter set forth. 
§75.100 [Amended] 

Section 75.100 (39 FR 699) is amended 
to read as follows: 

Jet Route No. 56. From Mina, Nev., via Salt 
Lake City, Utah; Meeker, Colo.; to Denver, 
Colo. 

3 ® 7 ( a ) °f the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.8.C. 1348(a)) and sec. 6(c) of the 
uepartment of Transportation Act (49 U.8.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 

*» 1974. 

Gordon E. Kewer, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 
[FR Doc.74-23865 FUed 10-ll-74;8:45 amj 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

CHAPTER II—CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 
[Reg. ER-877, Arndt. 11J 

PART 225—TRADE AGREEMENTS 
Editorial Amendment 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
October 9,1974. 

The amendment herein revises the 
present title of Part 225 1 to reflect the 
fact that, contrary to that title, the part 
does no contain tariff requirements.* 

This editorial amendment is issued by 
the undersigned pursuant to a delega¬ 
tion of authority from the Board to the 
General Counsel in 14 CFR § 385.19 and 
shall become effective cm November 4, 
1974. Procedures for review of this 
amendment by the Board are set forth 
in Subpart C of Part 385 (14 CFR 
§§ 385.50 through 385.54). 

Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Bo?rd hereby amends the title of Part 
225 of the economic regulations (14 CFR 
Part 225) to read as follows: Part 225 — 
Trade Agreements . 

(Sec. 204(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743; 49 US.C. 
1324. Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1961, 75 
Stat. 837, 26 F.R. 5989; 49 US.C. 1324 (note).) 

Effective: November 4, 1974. 

Adopted: October 9. 1974. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

[seal] Thomas J. Heye, 

General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.74-23944 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am[ 


[Reg. ER-878, Arndt. 1) 

PART 248—SUBMISSION OF AUDIT 
AND RECONCILIATION REPORTS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
October 9,1974. 

The amendments herein substitute 
“Board’s Bureau of Accounts and Statis¬ 
tics’’ for “Board” in §§ 248.2, 248.3 and 
248.4. 

These editorial amendments are issued 
by the undersigned pursuant to a delega¬ 
tion of authority from the Board to the 
General Counsel in 14 CFR § 385.19 and 
shall become effective on November 4, 
1974. Procedures for review of these 
amendments by the Board are set forth 
in Subpart C of Part 385 (14 CFR §§ 385- 
50 through 385.54). 

Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board hereby revises §§ 248.2, 248.3 and 
248.4 of Part 248 (14 CFR Part 248) to 
read: 

§ 248.2 Filing of audit report*. 

(a) Whenever any air carrier, subject 
to § 248.1, shall have caused an annual 


1 Tariffs of Certain Certificated Airlines; 
Trade Agreements. 

■See § 225.8. 
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audit of its books, records, and accounts 
to be made by independent public ac¬ 
countants, such air carrier shall file with 
the Board’s Bureau of Accounts and Sta¬ 
tistics. in duplicate, a special report con¬ 
sisting of a true and complete copy of 
the audit report submitted by su?h inde¬ 
pendent public accountants, including all 
schedules, exhibits, and certificates in¬ 
cluded in, attached to, submitted with or 
separately, as a part of the audit report. 

(b) Each air carrier, subject to § 248.1 
which does not cause an annual audit to 
be made of its books, records, and ac¬ 
counts for any fiscal year, shall, at the 
close of such fiscal year, file with the 
Board’s Bureau of Accounts and Statis¬ 
tics. as a part of its periodic reports, a 
statement that no such audit has been 
performed. 

§ 2 18.3 Reconciliation of report*. 

Each air carrier required to comply 
with Part 241 of the Economic Regula¬ 
tions which has caused an annual audit 
of its books, records, and accounts to be 
made by independent accountants shall 
file with the Board’s Bureau of Account 
and Statistics, is duplicate, as a part of 
Its CAB Form 41 reports, a special report 
consisting of a complete reconciliation of 
the balance sheet and profit and loss 
statement included in the audit report 
with the balance sheet and profit and 
loss statements filed with the Board’s 
Bureau of Accounts and Statistics as a 
part of CAB Form 41. Report of Finan¬ 
cial and Operating Statistics for Cer¬ 
tificated Air Carriers. Such special re¬ 
port shall clearly set forth in all material 
detail the essential elements of such rec¬ 
onciliation. 

§ 248.4 Time for filing report*. 

The reports required by tills part sh^ll 
be filed with the Board’s Bureau of Ac¬ 
counts and Statistics within 15 days 
after the due date of the appropriate 
periodic CAB Form 41 report, filed for 
the twelve-month period covered by the 
audit report, or the date the accountant 
submits his audit report to the air car¬ 
rier, whichever is later. 

(8ec. 204(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, 72 Stat. 743; 49 U S.C. 1324; Reor¬ 
ganization Plan No. 3 of 1961, 75 Stat. 837, 
26 FR 5989; 49 US.C. 1321 (note)) 

Effective: November 4,1974. 

Adopted: October 9,1974. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Thomas J. Heye, 

General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.74-23943 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 


[Reg. OR-89, Arndt. 4) 

PART 387—ORGANIZATION AND OPERA¬ 
TION DURING EMERGENCY CONDITIONS 

Organization and Delegation of Authority 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
October 9,1974. 

The amendments herein substitute 
“Managing Director” for “Executive Di- 
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rector” in §5 387.4 (c), (d). and (g) and 
“Deputy Managing Director” for “As¬ 
sistant Executive Director” in § 387.4(g). 

These editorial amendments are is¬ 
sued by the undersigned pursuant to a 
delegation of authority from the Board 
to the General Counsel in CFR § 385.19 
and shall become effective on Novem¬ 
ber 4, 1974. Procedures for review of 
these amendments by the Board are set 
forth in Subpart C of Part 385 (14 CFR 
§§ 385.50 through 385.54). 

Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board hereby amends § 387.4 of Part 387 
(14 CFR Part 387) as follows: 

§ 387.4 Organization and delegations of 

authority. 

• • • • • 

(c) In the event no Board Member is 
capable of acting, actions in the name 
and authority of the Board shall be 
taken by the following: The Managing 
Director; the Director, Bureau of Eco¬ 
nomics; the General Counsel; the Di¬ 
rector. Bureau of Operating Rights; and 
the Director of Enforcement. If one or 
more of them cannot act. his or their 
deputies or staff in line of succession as 
provided in paragraph (g) of this section 
shall act. The authority of the above 
designees, or their successors, shall mean 
and include the delegated authority to 
act for the Board. 

(d) The authority of the Chairman, in 
the event he is incapacitated or incapable 
of acting, shall be exercised by the Vice 
Chairman, and in the event he is unable 
to act, by the other Members of the 
Board in order of seniority; If any Board 
Member is unable to act as Chairman, 
then members of the Board's staff shall 
act as Chairman in the following order: 
The Managing Director; the Director, 
Bureau of Economics; the General Coun¬ 
sel; the Director. Bureau of Operating 
Rights; the Director, Bureau of Enforce¬ 
ment; their respective deputies or staff 
in line of succession to the preceding staff 
members. 

• • * • • 

(g) Except as may be determined 
otherwise by the Chairman or his suc¬ 
cessor, the respective duties of the Man¬ 
aging Director shall be fll T ed by the Dep¬ 
uty Managing Director or the Comp¬ 
troller in that order; the duties of the 
Secretary and heads of offices and bu¬ 
reaus, and heads of field offices, shall be 
discharged, in the absence or incapacity 
of such persons during the emergency 
conditions, by the available staff member 
next in line of succession in that office 
or bureau. The head of each office and 
bureau shall designate the line of suc¬ 
cession within his office or bureau. If no 
such designation has been made, or the 
designee is unavailable, such duties shall 
be assumed by the available subordinate 
officer or employee in the particular of¬ 
fice or bureau who is highest in grade 
and has served longest with the Board. 

(Sec. 204(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1968, 
as amended, 72 Stat. 743; 49 US.C. 1324; Re¬ 
organization Flan No. 3 of 1061, 75 Stat. 837, 
26 FR 6089; 49 UJS.C. 1324 (note)) 
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Effective: November 4, 1974. 
Adopted: October 9, 1974. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

[seal] Thomas J. Hete, 

General Counsel . 
[FR Doc.74-23942 Filed 10-11_74;8:46 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 

PART 1—REGULATIONS FOR THE EN¬ 
FORCEMENT OF THE FEDERAL FOOD, 
DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT AND THE 
FAIR PACKAGING AND LABELING ACT 

Drugs in Bulk Packages; Exemption for 
Processing, Repacking, or Manufacture 

In the Federal Register of March 28, 
1974 (39 FR 11430), the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, having been peti¬ 
tioned by Merck Sharp & Dohmc, Division 
of Merck & Co., Inc., West Point. PA 
19486, proposed to amend 21 CFR 1.106 
(1) to provide for the shipment of an 
investigational drug in bulk . package to 
be processed into a final dosage form 
under the conditions that a new drug 
application covering production and 
marketing of a finished drug product has 
been submitted but not approved or dis¬ 
approved, the drug in bulk package is not 
exported, and the finished drug product 
is not further distributed prior to ap¬ 
proval of the new drug application. In¬ 
terested persons were invited to submit 
comments on the proposal on or before 
December 16,1974. 

Four comments were received in re¬ 
sponse to the proposal: three from drug 
manufacturers and one from a trade as¬ 
sociation representing manufacturers of 
animal health and nutrition products. 
The comments submitted and the Com¬ 
missioner's conclusions are as follows: 

1. The major contention made by two 
comments dealt with the export of bulk 
drugs. Their interpretation was that the 
proposed amendment would preclude the 
export of bulk drugs which if in dosage 
form would be new drugs in this country, 
except where such shipment is made for 
investigational use in accordance with 
FDA regulations, or when new drug ap¬ 
plications are already in effect for such 
dosage forms. Urey contended that 
regulations which would restrict the ex¬ 
pert of bulk experimental drugs are 
not in the public interest and if adopted 
would have a far-reaching deleterious 
effect on pharmaceutical research, the 
United States' position in the interna¬ 
tional balance of trade, and the commit¬ 
ment of United States pharmaceutical 
companies to medicinal product develop¬ 
ment. The comments stated that the 
proposal did not take into account that 
drug products may be approved for use 
in other countries for marketing in the 
finished form while still under investi¬ 
gation in the United States, and that 
§1.106(1) (3) would specifically restrict 


the exportation of a bulk drug In such a 
situation. 

The Commissioner notes that these 
comments reflect a lack of understand¬ 
ing of existing regulations and of the in¬ 
tent of the proposed amendment. The 
promulgation of the proposed amend¬ 
ment will not in any way alter the regu¬ 
lations as they now exist in relation to 
the exportation of new drug substances. 
The exportation of new drug substances 
is currently prohibited except under the 
provisions of § 312.1 (formerly 130.3) 
and § 135.3. Under section 801(d) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 
a drug intended for export is not subject 
to the misbranding or adulteration pro¬ 
visions of the act if it accords to the 
specifications of the foreign purchaser, 
is not in conflict with the laws of the 
foreign country to which it is intended 
for export, and is labeled on the outside 
shipping package to show it is intended 
for export. Exportation of a new drug for 
human use without an effective new drug 
approval (or exemption therefrom) is 
a prohibited act (21 U.S.C. 331(d)) but 
not a misbranding or adulteration and, 
therefore, the exemption contained in 
section 801(d) of the act is not appli¬ 
cable. Thus, new drugs for human use 
may not be exported except in con¬ 
formity with the premarket testing and 
approval procedures of the act. 

The final sentence in section 801(d) 
also specifically points out that nothing 
in subsection (d) shall authorize the ex¬ 
portation of any new animal drug or an 
animal feed bearing or containing a new 
animal drug unless it is safe within the 
meaning of section 512 of the act. The 
proposed amendment to § 1.106(1) les¬ 
sens the restrictions on the interstate 
shipment of new drugs in bulk packages, 
excluding exports, that are made In ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of 
§ 135.3 or § 312.1, to permit the use of the 
bulk new drug in the manufacture of the 
finished drug product, provided a new 
drug application covering the use of the 
bulk new drug has been submitted and 
the finished drug product is not further 
distributed after it is manufactured, 
until the new drug application is ap¬ 
proved. Section 1.106(1) currently per¬ 
mits the interstate shipment and use of 
the bulk new drug, prior to the approval 
of the new drug application, only for the 
manufacture of the finished drug 
product for investigational use. 

The Food and Drug Administration is 
aware of the impact that the restrictions 
in the law have upon United States phar¬ 
maceutical companies. These restrictions 
are a matter of law and represent policy 
as established by the Congress. The fact 
that a drug may be recognized as safe, 
effective, and marketed in another coun¬ 
try does not alter these requirements. 

2. One comment pointed out that the 
wording in § 1.106(1) (2) referred to new 
animal drugs as well as to new drugs, 
but that no such references to new ani¬ 
mal drugs were included in § 1.106(1) (3). 
It was recommended that the language 
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of § 1.106(1) (3) be revised to include a 
reference to new animal drugs. 

The Commissioner concurs with this 
recommendation and has modified 
5 1.106(1) (3) in the final order accord¬ 
ingly. 

3. Another comment suggested that it 
is perhaps implicit that the finished drug 
can be distributed after a new drug ap¬ 
plication has been approved, but this is 
not explicit in the regulation. It was sug¬ 
gested that the phrase “until after the 
new drug application is approved,” be 
added to proposed § 1.106(1) (3). 

The Commissioner concurs with this 
suggestion and has modified § 1.106(1) 
(3) in the final order accordingly. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 201(n>, 502, 505, 507, 512. 701, 
52 Stat. 1041, 1050-1053 as amended, 
1055-1056 as amended by 70 Stat. 919 
and 72 Stat. 918, 59 Stat. 463 as amended, 
82 Stat. 343-351; 21 U.S.C. 321 (n), 352, 
355. 357, 360b, 701) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120), Part 1 is amended in 5 1.106 by 
revising paragraph (1) (2), and by adding 
a new (1) (3) to read as follows: 

§1,106 Drugs anil devices; directions 
for use, 

• • • • • 

Q) • • • 

(2) If no application is approved with 
respect to such new drug or new animal 
drug, the label statement “Caution: For 
manufacturing, processing, or repacking” 
is immediately supplemented by the 
words “in the preparation of a new drug 
or a new animal drug limited by Federal 
law to investigational use,” and the de¬ 
livery is made for use only in the manu¬ 
facture of such new drug or new animal 
drug limited to investigational use as 
provided in § 135.3 or § 312.1 of this chap¬ 
ter; or 

(3) A new drug application or new 
animal drug application covering the 
use of the drug substance in the produc¬ 
tion and marketing of a finished drug 
product has been submitted but not yet 
approved or disapproved, the bulk drug 
is not exported, and the finished drug 
product is not further distributed after 
it is manufactured until after the new 
drug application or new animal drug ap¬ 
plication is approved. 

• • » • • 

Effective date . This order shall be ef¬ 
fective November 14,1974. 

(Sees. 201(n), 502. 505, 507. 512, 701, 52 Stat. 
1041, 1050-1053 as amended. 1065-1056 as 
amended by 70 Stat. 919 and 72 8tat. 948. 
59 Stat. 463 as amended, 82 Stat. 343-351; 
21 TJS.C. 321 (n). 352. 355, 357, 360b, 371.) 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

(PR Doc.74-23913 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 19—CHEESES, PROCESSED 

CHEESES, CHEESE FOODS, CHEESE 
SPREADS, AND RELATED FOODS 

Use of Enzyme Modified Cheese as an Op¬ 
tional Ingredient; Confirmation of Effec¬ 
tive Date 

An order was published in the Federal 
Register of June 14, 1974 (39 FR 20786), 
amending the standards of identity for 
pasteurized process cheese, pasteurized 
process cheese food, and pasteurized 
process cheese spread (21 CFR 19.750, 
19.765, and 19.775) to permit the use of 
enzyme modified cheese as an optional 
ingredient in these foods. 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 401, 
701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055-1056. as amended 
by 70 Stat. 919 and 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 
341, 371) and under authority delegated 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
(21 CFR 2.120), notice is given that no 
objections were filed to the subject order. 
Accordingly, the amendment promul¬ 
gated by that order became effective 
August 13. 1974. 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner 
fo - Compliance . 

[FR Doc.74-23912 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart F—Food Additives Resulting From 
Contact With Containers or Equipment 
and Food Additives Otherwise Affecting 
Food 

Defoaming Agents 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data in a petition 
(FAP 463015) filed by Nopco Chemical 
Division, Diamond Shamrock Chemical 
Co., P.O. Box 2386R, Morristown, NJ 
07960, and other relevant material, con¬ 
cludes that the food additive regulations 
should be amended as set forth below to 
provide for safe use of tetrahydrofurfuryl 
alcohol as a component of defoaming 
agents used in the manufacture of paper 
and paperboard intended to contact food. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 
U.S.C. 348(c)(1)) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120), 5 121.2519(d)(3) is amended by 
alphabetically inserting a new item as 
follows: 

g 121.2519 Defouming agents used in 
the manufacture of paper and paper- 
board. 

• • * • • 

(d) • • • 

(3) • • • 

Tetrahydrofurfuryl alcohoL 
• * • • • 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 


time on or before November 14. 1974 file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug 
Administration, Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, written ob¬ 
jections thereto. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be ad¬ 
versely affected by the order, specify with 
particularity the provisions of the order 
deemed objectionable, and state the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections shall state 
the issues for the hearing, shall be sup¬ 
ported by grounds factually and legally 
sufficient to justify the relief sought, and 
shall include a detailed description and 
analysis of the factual information in¬ 
tended to be presented in support of the 
objections in the event that a hearing 
is held. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. Six copies of all documents shall 
be filed. Received objections may be seen 
in the above office during working hours, 
Monday through Friday. 

Effective date . This order shall become 
effective October 15. 1974. 

(Sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(c)(1).) 

Dated: October 7. 1974. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[FR Doc.74-23910 Filed 10-Il-74;8:45 amj 


SUBCHAPTER C— DRUGS 

PART 135—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 

Subpart C—Sponsors of Approved 
Applications 

PART 135b—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
IMPLANTATION OR INJECTION 

Etorphine Hydrochloride Injection, Veter¬ 
inary; Diprenorphine Hydrochloride In¬ 
jection, Veterinary 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a new animal drug appli¬ 
cation (95-017V) filed by D-M Phar¬ 
maceuticals. Inc., 1146 Taft St., Rock¬ 
ville, MD 20850. proposing the safe and 
effective use of etorphine hydrochloride 
injection, veterinary, for the immobiliza¬ 
tion of wild and exotic animals and the 
safe and effective use of diprenorphine 
hydrochloride injection, veterinary, for 
reversing the effects of etorphine hydro¬ 
chloride. The application is approved. 

To facilitate referencing, D-M Phar¬ 
maceuticals, Inc., is being assigned a 
sponsor code number and placed in the 
list of firms in § 135.501(c) (21 CFR 
135.501(c)). 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b(i)) and under authority delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
Chapter I of Title 21 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended as follows: 

1. In Part 135. by amending 5 135.501 
(c) by adding a new sponsor as follows: 
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g 135.501 Names, addresses, and code 
numbers of sponsors of approved ap¬ 
plications. 

• • • • • 
<«)••• 

Firm name and 

Code No. address 


0 0 * 0 * 

088_D-M Pharmaceuti¬ 

cals, Inc., 1146 Taft 
St., Rockville, Md. 
20850 


• • • • • 

2. In Part I35b, by amending § 135b.69 
<c) and $ 135b.70<c) by inserting an ad¬ 
ditional sponsor code number as follows: 

8 135b.69 Etorpliine hydrochloride in¬ 
jection, veterinary. 

0 0 0 0 0 

(c) Sponsors . See code Nos. 004 and 
088 in i 135.501(c) of this chapter. 

• • • • • 

§ 135b.70 Diprenorphine hydrochloride 
injection, veterinary. 

• • • • • 

<c) Sponsors. See code Nos. 004 and 088 
in S 135.501(c) of this chapter. 

• • • • • 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective October 15,1974. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 UJS.C. 360b(i).) 
Dated: October 7,1974. 

Fred J. Kingma, 

Acting Director , Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 

IFR Doc.74-23909 Piled 10-11-74;8;45 am] 


Title 23—Highways 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

PART 655—TRAFFIC CONTROL 

Traffic Control Devices on Federal Aid and 
Other Streets and Highways; Correction 

In Federal Register Document 74- 
22948, published at page 35650 in the 
issue dated Thursday. October 3, 1974, 


the word "shall" is changed to "should” 
in the second line of § 655.605(e). 

Issued on: October 5, 1974. 

J. R. Coupal, Jr., 
Deputy Administrator . 

IFR Doc.74-23933 Piled 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 

Title 26—Internal Revenue 

CHAPTER I—INTERNAL REVENUE SERV¬ 
ICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

|TD. 7329) 

SUBCHAPTER A—INCOME TAX 

PART 1—INCOME TAX; TAXABLE YEARS 
BEGINNING AFTER DECEMBER 31, 1953 

Stock Dividends 

By a notice of proposed rule making 
appearing in the Federal Register for 
Friday, June 7, 1974 (39 FR 20210), 
amendments to the income tax regula¬ 
tions (26 CFR Part 1) under section 305 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 
relating to distributions of stock and 
stock rights, were proposed. 

The amendment to § 1.305-3 (b) (3) 
makes it clear that a payment of inter¬ 
est to the holder of a convertible deben¬ 
ture is treated as a distribution of prop¬ 
erty to a shareholder for purposes of sec¬ 
tion 305(b) (2). 

Under section 305(b)(2). a distribu¬ 
tion (including a deemed distribution) 
by a corporation of its stock or rights 
to acquire its stock is treated as a dis¬ 
tribution of property to which section 
301 applies if the distribution, or a series 
of distributions of which such distribu¬ 
tion is one, has the result of the receipt 
of property by some shareholders and 
an increase in the proportionate inter¬ 
ests of other shareholders in the assets 
or earnings and profits of the corpora¬ 
tion. 

The amendment to example (6) of 
l 1.305-5(d) inserts the term “call 
price” in lieu of the term “call premium." 
As amended, this example excludes from 
the application of section 305 an ex¬ 
change of preferred stock for new pre¬ 
ferred stock pursuant to a reorganiza¬ 
tion under section 368(a)(1) where the 
shares of each preferred stock have sub¬ 


stantially the same market value and 
where the liquidation preference and 
call price of the shares of the new pre¬ 
ferred stock are not greater than those of 
the old preferred stock. 

Adoption of amendments to the regu¬ 
lations. On Friday, June 7, 1974, a notice 
of proposed rule making with respect 
to the amendm ent o f the Income Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) under sec¬ 
tion 305 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954, relating to distributions of stock 
and stock rights, was published in the 
Federal Register <39 FR 20210). After 
consideration of all such relevant matter 
as was presented by interested persons 
regarding the rules proposed, the amend¬ 
ment to the regulations as proposed is 
hereby adopted. 

(Secs. 305(c) and 7805 of the Internal Rev¬ 
enue Code of 1954 (83 Stat. 615 and 68A Stat. 
917; 26 UJS.C. 306(c) and 7806)) 

Donald C. Alexander. 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Approved: October 7, 1974. 

Frederic W. Hickman, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Paragraph 1. Section 1.305-3 (b) is 
amended by adding a sentence in paren¬ 
thesis immediately after the third sen¬ 
tence of subparagraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

8 1.305—3 Disproportionate distribu¬ 
tion*. 


(b) Special rules. • • • 

<3) • • • (Under section 305(d)(2), 
the payment of interest to a holder of a 
convertible debenture is treated as a dis¬ 
tribution of property to a shareholder 
for purposes of section 305(b) (2).) • • • 

• • • • • 

8 1.305-5 (Amended] 

Par. 2. Example (6) of 5 1.305-5<d) is 
amended by deleting from the last sen¬ 
tence “call premium" and inserting in 
lieu thereof “call price". 

IFR Doc.74-23949 Filed lOi 1-74; 8:46 ami 
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ThH section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


department of agriculture 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 1139] 

| Docket No. AO-374-A3| 

MILK IN THE LAKE MEAD MARKETING 
AREA 

Notice of Hearing on Proposed Amend¬ 
ments to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and Order 

Notice is hereby given of a public hear¬ 
ing to be held at the Las Vegas Conven¬ 
tion Center. Room 15. 3150 South 
Paradise Road. Las Vegas. Nevada, be¬ 
ginning at 10 a.m.. local time October 30. 
1974, with respect to proposed amend¬ 
ments to the tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and to the order, regulating the 
handling of milk in the Lake Mead mar¬ 
keting area. 

The hearing is called pursuant to the 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7-CFR Part 
900). 

The healing date provided herein re¬ 
flects an emergency situation requiring 
immediate consideration and resolution 
of an alternative Class I price provision 
prior to the expiration of the said pro¬ 
vision as provided in the order. Accord¬ 
ingly, the hearing date provided herein 
is the only feasible date available to all 
interested parties for such consideration. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re¬ 
ceive evidence with respect to the eco¬ 
nomic and marketing conditions which 
relate to the proposed amendments, 
hereinafter set forth, and any appropri¬ 
ate modifications thereof, to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the 
order. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Proposed by Lake Mead Cooperative 
Association 

proposal NO. 1 

Pursuant to $ 1139.50(a), consider the 
appropriate Class I price provision after 
January 31,1975. 

Proposed by Anderson Dairy, Inc.. 
Bruno Biasi. Dale G. Hunt and 
Glenn H. Jensen 


PROPOSAL WO. 2 

1139.7. Pool plant, amend para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b) to read: 

§ 1139.7 Pool plant. 


(a) • • • 

(1) Route disposition, except filled 
milk, representing not less than 65 per¬ 
cent of its total receipts of Grade A fluid 
milk products (including milk diverted 
from such plant to a nonpool plant pur¬ 
suant to l 1139.13); and 

• • • • • 

(b) A supply plant from which dur¬ 
ing the month not less than 75 percent 
of its Grade A milk receipts from dairy 
farmers (including receipts from dairy 
farmers through cooperative associa¬ 
tions, and including milk diverted from 
such plant to a nonpool plant pursuant 
to § 1139.13) is transferred to a pool dis¬ 
tributing plant pursuant to paragraph 
(a) of this section as fluid milk products 
except filled milk. 

• • • • • 

Proposed by Anderson Dairy, Inc. 
proposal no. 3 

In § 1139.71, Payments to the pro¬ 
ducer-settlement fund, revise paragraph 
(a) to read: 

§1139.71 Payments to the producer- 
settlement fund. 

(a) On or before the 25th day of the 
month, each handler shall pay to the 
market administrator for deposit into 
the producer-settlement fund an amount 
determined by multiplying the hundred¬ 
weight of producer milk received by him 
(except his own farm production) during 
the first 15 days of such month by the 
Class HI price for the preceding month. 
• • • • • 
PROPOSAL NO. 4 

Make appropriate revision, if any. in 
§ 1139.73, and in any other provision of 
the order, to conform with the proposed 
amendment of § 1139.71(a) as set forth 
in Proposal No. 3 above. 

Proposed by the Dairy Division, 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

PROPOSAL NO. 3 

Make such changes as may be neces¬ 
sary to make the entire marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order conform with any 
amendments thereto that may result 
from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the order may be procured from the Mar¬ 
ket Administrator. Earl C. Bom. 4411 E. 
Kentucky Avenue. Denver, Colorado 
80222 or from the Hearing Clerk, Room 
112-A, Administration Building, United 
States Department of Agriculture. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20250 or may be there 
inspected. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on: 
October 9,1974. 

E. L. Peterson, 
Administrator , Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

|FR Doc.74-23950 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


Food and Nutrition Service 
[7 CFR Part 271] 

l Amendment No. 32) 

WORK REGISTRATION REQUIREMENT 
Extension of Comment Period 

A proposed amendment to the Food 
Stamp regulations to assure equitable 
implementation of the work registra¬ 
tion requirement was published in the 
Federal Register on August 21, 1974 for 
public comment. The comment period ex¬ 
pired September 20,1974. 

In view of the large amount of public 
interest shown in this amendment and 
the many requests to extend the com¬ 
ment period, the Department has decided 
to extend the comment period until Octo¬ 
ber 25.1974. 

(78 Stat. 703. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 2011-2026) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No. 10.551, National Archives Refer¬ 
ence Services) 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

Richard L. Feltner, 
Assistant Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23896 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
Office of the Secretary 
[ 45 CFR Part 75 ] 

INFORMAL GRANT APPEALS 
PROCEDURES 

Proposed Procedures for Indirect Cost 
Appeals 

Notice is hereby given that the As¬ 
sistant Secretary, Comptroller. Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education and Welfare, 
with the approval of the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, pro¬ 
poses to establish a new Part 75 of Title 
45. The new part would establish in¬ 
formal procedures for resolving disputes 
arising in the negotiation of indirect cost 
rates and certain other cost allocations 
that are used in determining amounts to 
be reimbursed under grants awarded by 
the constituent agencies of the Depart¬ 
ment. 

On April 20, 1973, at 38 FR 9906, there 
was published In the Federal Register 
the Charter for a Departmental Grant 
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Appeals Board (45 CFR Part 16) which 
reviews and provides hearings on post¬ 
award disputes arising in the adminis¬ 
tration of certain grant programs. 

Section 16.5(b)(2) of the Board’s 
Charter authorizes the establishment of 
informal appeals procedures which must 
be exhausted by a grantee before a 
formal appeal to the Board would be 
allowed. The proposed Part 75 would es¬ 
tablish such informal procedures for 
resolving disputes arising in the negotia¬ 
tion of indirect cost rates and certain 
other cost allocations. 

Prior to adoption of the proposed reg¬ 
ulations. consideration will be given to 
any comments, suggestions, or objections 
thereto which are submitted in writing 
to the Assistant Secretary, Comptroller, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare. 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, on or before 
November 14, 1974. Comments received 
will be available for public inspection in 
Room 3742, 400 6th Street SW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C., on Monday through Friday 
from 9 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

Dated: June 21, 1974. 

John D. Young. 

Assistajit Secretary , Comptroller. 
Approved: October 8, 1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health, Education , 
and Welfare . 

Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions is amended by adding a new Part 
75 to read as follows: 

PART 75—INFORMAL GRANT APPEALS 
PROCEDURES 

Subpart A—Indirect Cost Appeals 

Sec. 

75.1 Purpose. 

75.2 Scope. 

75.3 Definitions. 

75.4 Notification. 

76.6 Submission to the Regional Director. 

75.6 Action by the Regional Director. 

Authority: Sections 1, 5. 6, and 7 of Re¬ 
organization Plan No. 1 of 1953, 18 FR 2053. 
67 Stat. 631. 

Subpart A—Indirect Cost Appeals 
§ 75.1 Purpose. 

This subpart establishes informal pro¬ 
cedures for resolving disputes arising in 
the negotiation of indirect cost rates and 
certain other cost allocations (as set 
forth in § 75.2) that are used in deter¬ 
mining amounts to be reimbursed under 
grants awarded by the constituent agen¬ 
cies of the Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. A grantee must ex¬ 
haust the procedures set forth in this 
subpart prior to appealing a disputed 
issue(s) to the Departmental Grants Ap¬ 
peals Board under Part 16 of this title. 

§ 75.2 Scope. 

(a) This subpart applies to disputes 
arising in the negotiation of the following 
rates or amounts conducted under the 
supervision of a Regional Comptroller of 
the Department: 

(1) Indirect cost rates negotiated 
with colleges and universities, State and 


local government agencies, hospitals, 
and non-profit institutions. 

(2) Patient care rates and amounts 
associated with the care of patients par¬ 
ticipating in research programs sup¬ 
ported by the Department. 

(3) Cost allocation plans negotiated 
with State and local units of govern¬ 
ment. 

(4) Computer rates and other special 
rates negotiated with colleges and uni¬ 
versities under Federal Management 
Circular No. 73-6 (34 CFR Part 252). 

(b) Notwithstanding paragraph (a) of 
this section, this subpart shall not be 
applicable to disputed issues which are 
appealed to the Armed Services Board of 
Contract Appeals under a contract with 
the Department. 

§ 75.3 Definitions. 

For purposes of this subpart: 

(a) “Department” and “Departmental” 
refer to the Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. 

(b) “Regional Director” means a Re¬ 
gional Director of the Department. 

(c) “Regional Comptroller” means a 
Regional Comptroller of the Depart¬ 
ment. 

(d) “Grantee” means the agency, in¬ 
stitution or organization named as 
grantee in a grant award document is¬ 
sued by a constituent agency of the 
Department. For disputes involving cost 
allocation plans, this term also includes 
a State or local unit of government which 
includes an agency that is named as 
grantee in a grant award document. 

§ 75.4 Notification. 

When a dispute arises in a negotiation 
described in § 75.2, the Regional Comp¬ 
troller will promptly notify the grantee 
in writing of the Regional Office’s deter¬ 
mination concerning the issue(s) in¬ 
volved in the dispute. This notification 
will set forth the reasons for the deter¬ 
mination in sufficient detail to enable 
the grantee to respond and will inform 
the grantee of its opportunity for recon¬ 
sideration under this subpart. 

g 75.5 Submission to the Regional Di¬ 
rector. 

If the grantee wishes to request re¬ 
consideration of the Regional Office’s 
determination, it may submit an appli¬ 
cation for such reconsideration to the 
Regional Director. The grantee’s appli¬ 
cation must be postmarked no later than 
30 days after the postmark date of the 
notification described in § 75.4. The Re¬ 
gional Director, however, may grant an 
extension of time for submission of the 
application if the extension is requested 
and justified by the grantee. Although 
the application need not follow any 
prescribed format, it must clearly iden¬ 
tify the issue (s) in dispute and must 
contain a full statement of the gran¬ 
tee’s position on such issue (s) along with 
pertinent facts and reasons in support 
of its position. 

§ 75.6 Aciion by the Regional Director. 

(a) Upon receipt of an application for 
reconsideration, the Regional Director 


will immediately notify the grantee that 
its application has been received and 
will be acted upon as soon as possible 

(b) The Regional Director will review 
all background material on the issue(s). 
Within 30 days after receipt of the 
grantee’s application, and with at least 
10 days written notice, he will provide 
the grantee with an opportunity to meet 
with him to discuss the issue (s) and to 
submit additional information in sup¬ 
port of its position. The Regional Di¬ 
rector may consult the Regional Comp¬ 
troller, other regional officials. Depart¬ 
mental central office officials, and other 
individuals in conducting the review. 

(c) Within 45 days after the meeting 
described in § 75.6(b) (or 45 days after 
submission of any supplemental infor¬ 
mation provided by the grantee) the Re¬ 
gional Director will notify the grantee 
in writing of his decision. If the Re¬ 
gional Director’s decision is adverse to 
the grantee’s position, this notification 
will state the basis of the decision and 
will inform the grantee of its right to 
appeal the decision to the Departmental 
Grants Appeals Board under Part 16 of 
this title. 

(d) The Regional Director may dele¬ 
gate the responsibilities described in this 
section to another senior Departmental 
official in his region. This delegation, 
however, may not be made to the Re¬ 
gional Comptroller. 

[FR Doc.74-23940 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-NW-23) 

VOR FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would realign V-101 in the 
vicinity of Burley, Idaho. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Northwest Region, Attention: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, FAA Building, Boeing 
Field, Seattle, Wash. 98108. All communi¬ 
cations received on or before Novem¬ 
ber 14. 1974 will be considered before ac¬ 
tion is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration. Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20591. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina¬ 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 
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V-101 is presently aligned in part 
from Burley to the Intersection of Bur¬ 
ley 323° T (305° M) and Pocatello, 
Idaho 286° T (269° M) radials. The PAA 
proposes to realign this portion of V-101 
from Burley to the intersection of Bur¬ 
ley 344* T (326° M) and Pocatello 286* 
T (269* M> radials. The proposed 
amendment would provide dual airways 
north of Burley for flights to/from the 
Sun Valley, Idaho area. South hound 
flights to Sun Valley would descend on 
the realigned V-101. while northbound 
flights to Sun Valley would descend on 
V-1N which is presently codesignated 
with V-101. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 8,1974. 

Gordon E. Kewer, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

[PRDoc.74-23867 Piled 10-U-74;8:45 am] 


[ 14 CFR Part 73 ] 

l Airspace Docket No. 74-SW-321 

RESTRICTED AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(PAA) Is considering an amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would change the time desig¬ 
nation of R-3803, Fort Polk. La., to con¬ 
tinuous. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southwest Region, Attention: Chief. Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth, 
Tex. 76101. All communications received 
on or before November 14. 1974, will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by Interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington. DC. 20591. An informal 
docket also will be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The proposed amendment would 
change the time designation of R-3803 
to continuous. When the restricted area 
« not required by the using agency, It 
would be available for public use. 

R-3803 is currently designated from 
vnJS * 31 and other times by 

NOTAM. Increased military day/night 
tactical training activities has resulted 
111 almost continuous use on a year 
round basis. Changing the time of desig¬ 
nation to continuous would reflect the 
actual conditions of use. 


This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 8, 1974. 

Gordon E. Kewer, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

IFR Doc.74-23866 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 ami 


[ 14 CFR Part 75] 

[Airspace Docket No. 74-WA-6] 

JET ROUTE 
Proposed Alteration 

On March 28. 1974, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making (NPRM) was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
11434) stating that the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) was considering 
an amendment to Part 75 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations that would realign 
J-595 between London. Ontario, Canada, 
and Plattsburgh, N.Y. 

The realignment as proposed was re¬ 
quested by the Canadian Ministry of 
Transport. Since publication of the no¬ 
tice. the Canadian Ministry of Transport 
has requested that action on the proposal 
be discontinued and that J-595 be re¬ 
tained via its present alignment. The 
withdrawal of this notice, however, does 
not preclude the future issuance of a 
similar NPRM by the FAA. 

In consideration of the foregoing, no¬ 
tice is hereby given that the proposal 
contained in Airspace Docket No. 74- 
WA-6 (39 FR 11434) is withdrawn. 

This withdrawal is made under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on October 
8, 1974. 

Gordon E. Kewer, 

Acting Chief , Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

[FR Doc.74-23868 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 


Federal Highway Administration 
[ 49 CFR Part 393 ] 

I Docket No. MC-61: Notice No. 74-231 

MOBILE HOMES AND OTHER MOTOR VE¬ 
HICLES OPERATED IN DR1VEAWAY- 
TOWAWAY COMBINATIONS 

Requirements for Lamps and Reflectors 

In response to a petition for rulemak¬ 
ing and on his own motion, the Director 
of the Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety is 
considering a revision of 5 393.17 of the 
Federal Moto r Carrier Safety Regula¬ 
tions (49 CFR 393.17), which specifies re¬ 
quirements for lamps and reflectors on 
commercial motor vehicles operating in 
driveaway-towaway service in interstate 
or foreign commerce. Driveaway-tow¬ 
away service is performed when a ve¬ 
hicle being driven or drawn on the high¬ 
way on its own wheels constitutes the 


commodity being transported (see 49 
CFR 390.9). It typically occurs when one 
or more motor vehicles are being deliv¬ 
ered to a dealer or customer. 

On Mav 17. 1974, the Mobile Homes 
Manufacturers Association petitioned the 
Director to amend the reouirements of 
$ 393.17. particularly as they apply to 
mobile homes being transported by com¬ 
mercial motor carriers. The netition was 
prompted by the action of the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
on the subject of lighting eouipment for 
mobile structure trailers. On April 24. 
1974, the Administrator of NHT8A Issued 
an amendment to Federal Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 108. which applies 
to manufacturers of motor vehicles, to 
eliminate the requirement that new' 
mobile structure trailers must, at the 
time th°y are manufactured, be equipped 
with identification lamns, clearance 
lamns. and side-marker lamns <39 FR 
14946). The Federal Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standards define the term “mobile 
structure trailer'* as “a trailer that has 
a roof and walls, is at l«a«t in fe~t wide, 
and can be used off-road for drwefling or 
commercial purposes". 49 CFR 571.3(b). 
As so defined, the principal tvpe of motor 
vehicle which the term encompasses is 
th^ mobile home. 

In its petition for rulemaking, the 
Mobile Homes Manufacturers Associa¬ 
tion a^ked the Director to amend the 
rules in § 393.17, as they anplv to lamns 
and reflectors on mobile structure trail¬ 
ers being transported in interstate or 
foreign commerce in ord*r to make the 
reouirements of that section identical to 
those of the recently-revised Standard 
No. 108. The principal change sought was 
elimination of reouirements for side- 
marker. identification, find clearance 
lamps. In support of its petition, the 
Association said that all of the States 
in the continental United States require 
spec!" 1 permits for the movement of 
mobile homes over their highways, and, 
with limited exceptions, those States re¬ 
strict movement of mobile homes to day¬ 
light hours only. (In cases where move¬ 
ment of mobile homes is mad« at night 
under special circumstances, the Asso- 
ci°tion indicated that its members were 
wrtlling to install temporary wiring har¬ 
nesses in order to equio the mobile homes 
with side-marker, identification, and 
clearance lamps.) The petitioner argued 
that mobile homes are rarely. If ever, 
moved at night or under reduced visibil¬ 
ity conditions, and that the present re¬ 
quirement for side-marker, identifica¬ 
tion. and clearance lamps Is unnecessary 
and unreasonable. 

In addition, the petition for rulemak¬ 
ing said that initial movements of mobile 
homes, from factory to dealer or cus¬ 
tomer. are usually made over a distance 
of less than 300 miles. Secondary moves. 
It was said, are becoming less frequent 
and. in any event, are predominantly 
performed by commercial motor carriers 
who are subject to the same rules that 
apply to an Initial movement. 

The Bureau has also received a petition 
for rulemaking filed by the Recreational 
Vehicle Division of the Trailer Coach 
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Association. Dated June 20, 1974, this 
petition is virtually identical, in terms of 
the relief sought and the supporting ar¬ 
guments, to the one filed by the Mobile 
Homes Manufacturers Association. Both 
petitioners have requested that the Fed¬ 
eral Motor Carrier Safety Regulations be 
amended to require the same lighting 
equipment for mobile structure trailers 
engaged in driveaway-towaway opera¬ 
tions as is required for those vehicles 
under Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 
108. 

The amendment being considered by 
the Director would add a new paragraph 
to § 393.17, authorizing transportation of 
a mobile structure trailer equipped in ac¬ 
cordance with Standard No. 108 when 
that vehicle is operated in accordance 
with the terms of a special permit au¬ 
thorizing its movement during daylight 
hours under normal visibility conditions. 
In those circumstances, the vehicle could 
be operated in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce without clearance lamps, side- 
marker lamps, or identification lamps. In 
addition, the more specific requirements 
of Standard No. 108 relating to location 
of required lighting equipment and re¬ 
flectors would be made a part of § 393.17 
and applied to mobile homes operating 
under special permits. 

The revision under consideration 
would increase the number of stop lamps 
and tail lamps required on all towed ve¬ 
hicles in driveaway-towaway service— 
not just mobile structure trailers^from 
one to two. By so amending § 393.17, the 
Director would bring its requirements 
into line with the higher standard of 
performance specified in Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 108. 

The revision under consideration 
would make one other change in § 393.17. 
It would make it clear that the require¬ 
ments for lighting equipment on the 
rearmost vehicle of a combination, now 
found in paragraph (b) of the section, 
apply to all driveaway-towaway combi¬ 
nations, regardless of the type of cou¬ 
pling device used to attach the vehicles 
in the combination. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Director of the Bureau of Motor Carrier 
Safety is considering revising § 393.17 
of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Reg¬ 
ulations (Subchapter B of Chapter III 
in title 49, CFR) to read as follows: 

§ 393.17 Lamps and reflectors—combi¬ 
nations in driveaway-towaway opera¬ 
tion. 

A combination of motor vehicles en¬ 
gaged in a driveaway-towaway opera¬ 
tion must be equipped with operative 
lamps and reflectors conforming to the 
rules in this section. 

(a) The towing vehicle must be equip¬ 
ped as follows: 

(1) On the front, there must be at 
least two head lamps, an equal number 
at each side, two turn signals, one at each 
side, and two clearance lamps, one at 
each side. 

(2) On each side, there must be at 
least one side-marker lamp, located near 
the front of the vehicle. 


(3) On the rear, there must be at least 
two tail lamps, one at each side, and 
two stop lamps, one at each side. 

<b> Except as provided in paragraph 
(c) of this section, the rearmost towed 
vehicle of the combination (including 
the towed vehicle of a tow-bar combina¬ 
tion, the towed vehicle of a single saddle- 
mount combination, and the rearmost 
towed vehicle of a double or triple sad¬ 
dle-mount combination) or, in the case 
of a vehicle full-mounted on a saddle- 
mount vehicle, efther the full-mounted 
vehicle or th'; rearmost saddle-mounted 
vehicle must be equipped as follows: 

(1) On each side, there must be at 
least one side-marker lamp, located near 
the rear of the vehicle. 

(2) On the rear, there must be at least 
two tail lamps, two stop lamps, two turn 
signals, two clearance lamps, and two 
reflectors, one of each type at each side. 
In addition, if any vehicle in the combi¬ 
nation is 80 inches or more in overall 
width, there must be three identifica¬ 
tion lamps on the rear. 

(c) If the towed vehicle in a combina¬ 
tion is a mobile structure trailer as de¬ 
fined in § 571.3 of the Federal Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standards (§ 571.3 of this 
title), it must be equipped as follows: 

(1) When the vehicle is operated in 
accordance with the terms of a special 
permit prohibiting operation during the 
times when lighted lamps are required 
under § 392.30 of this subchapter, it must 
have on the rear— 

(1) Two stop lamps, one on each side 
of the vertical centerline, at the same 
height, and as far apart as practicable: 

(ii) Two tail lamps, one on each side 
of the vertical centerline, at the same 
height, and as far apart as practicable; 

(iii) Two red reflex reflectors, one on 
each side of the vertical centerline, at 
the same height, and as far apart as 
practicable; and 

(iv) Two turn signal lamps, one on 
each side of the vertical centerline, at 
the same height, and as far apart as 
practicable. 

(2) At all other times, the vehicle must 
be equipped as specified in paragraph (b) 
of this section. 

(d) An intermediate towed vehicle in 
a combination consisting of more than 
two vehicles (including the first saddle- 
mounted vehicle of a double saddle- 
mount combination and the first and 
second saddle-mounted vehicles of a 
triple saddle-mount combination) must 
have one side-marker lamp on each side, 
located near the rear of the vehicle. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views, or arguments 
pertaining to the revision under consid¬ 
eration. All comments submitted should 
refer to the docket number and notice 
number that appear at the top of this 
document. Comments should be submit¬ 
ted in three copies to the Director, Bu¬ 
reau of Motor Carrier Safety, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20590. All comments received 
before the close of business on January 
10, 1975 will be considered before further 
action is taken. All comments received 
will be available for examination in the 


Docket Room of the Bureau of Motor 
Carrier Safety, Room 3402, 400 Seventh 
Street SW., Washington, D.C., both be¬ 
fore and after the closing date for 
comments. 

Tills proposal is issued under the au¬ 
thority of section 204 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 
304, section 6 of the Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655, and 
the delegations of authority by the Sec¬ 
retary of Transportation and the Federal 
Highway Administrator at 49 CFR 1.48 
and 49 CFR 389.4, respectively. 

Issued on October 3, 1974. 

Robert A. Kaye, 
Director , Bureau of 
Motor Carrier Safety. 

[FR Doc.74-23932 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 amj 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[ 23 CFR Part 1204 ] 

(Docket No. 74-35; Notice 1| 

PART 1204—HIGHWAY SAFETY 
PROGRAM STANDARDS 

Bicyclist Safety; Advance Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking 

The purpose of this notice is to begin 
the formal process leading to adoption of 
a highway safety program standard 
which relates to bicyclist safety. Under 
section 229 of the Federal-aid Highway 
Act of 1973 (23 U.S.C. 402(h), Pub. L 
93-87), NHTSA must obtain Congres¬ 
sional approval before promulgating or 
revising highway safety standards. If at 
the end of the standard making process 
Congress enacts legislation authorizing 
the standard, the new standard will be 
added to th? existing standards in Part 
1204 of Title 23, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

This notice outlines what appear to be 
the principal problems in bicyclist safety 
and describes the process this agency in¬ 
tends to follow in shaping a standard to 
meet these problems. The responses to 
this notice will serve to sharpen these 
definitions as well as to indicate the de¬ 
sired solutions. 

At the outset, it should be clear that 
the jurisdiction of the NHTSA applies to 
bicyclist safety. Bicycle safety, in terms 
of the mechanics of the bicycle itself, 
falls within the jurisdiction of the Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Commission 
(CPSC). Pursuant to their authority, the 
CPSC issued a final bicycle standard on 
June 28, 1974 (39 FR 26099). Therefore, 
this notice relates only to bicyclist 
safety—the safety of individuals riding 
or coming in contact with bicycles. 

It should also be noted that jurisdic¬ 
tion over bicycle lanes and paths as well 
as traffic controls rests with the Fed¬ 
eral Highway Administration (FHWA). 
While the work of NHTSA and FHWA 
are coordinated, the FHWA is developing 
a separate proposal to deal with these 
issues. 

The bicycling boom of the 1960’s and 
1970’s has been accompanied by a rapid 
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rise in the number of bicyclists killed and 
Injured. A steady annual increase from 
the I960 total of 400 fatalities has ac¬ 
celerated markedly since 1971 to produce 
an estimated 1,100 fatalities in 1973. Fur¬ 
ther. in 1973 there were over 400,000 in¬ 
juries requiring hospital emergency room 
attention. 

Because the factors causing the bicy¬ 
cling boom—urban congestion, popula¬ 
tion growth, fuel shortages, the desire 
for physical fitness—seem destined to 
increase the number of bicycle owners, 
the hazards to bicyclists will become 
increasingly serious unless steps are 
taken to make bicycling rafer. In re¬ 
sponse to this situation, Congress in¬ 
cluded language in the Highway Safety 
Act of 1973 (section 214) specifying 
bicycle safety as an area to be covered 
by the highway safety standards. This 
notice represents an initial step in carry¬ 
ing out the intent of the 1973 Act. 

NHTSA’s overriding concern in the 
initial phase of rulemaking is to ensure 
that as many persons as possible who can 
contribute relevant information have an 
opportunity to do so. 

The Highway Safety Act specifies that 
highway safety standards are to be devel¬ 
oped in cooperation with “the States, 
their political subdivisions, appropriate 
Federal departments and agencies, and 
such other public and private organiza¬ 
tions as the Secretary deems appro- 
priate,” (23 U.S.C. 402(e)). Many of the 
organizations with ex perti se in bike 
safety are known to NHTSA through 
their recent participation in the rule- 
making of the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, in the various bicycling 
safety symposia held recently, and in the 
Third International Congress on Auto¬ 
motive Safety sponsored by the National 
Motor Vehicle Safety Advisory Council. 
NHTSA intends to maintain active two- 
way communication with these organiza¬ 
tions throughout the development phase 
of the standard. 

The States and their subdivisions will 
ultimately have the responsibility for 
carrying out the standard. If the stand¬ 
ard falls to take into account their needs 
and limitations, it will not succeed. 
NHTSA is conducting a series of studies, 
pursuant to section 214 of the 1973 Act, 
to review the status of State and local 
laws and enforcement capabilities and to 
assess their financial capacity to develop 
bicyclist safety programs. In addition to 
these studies, the NHTSA will rely on the 
advice of the Governors’ Highway Safety 
Representatives and the State and local 
highway safety agencies in trying to fit 
the standard to the problem they face. 
Because of their unique position to judge 
the most promising areas for State action 
to promote bicyclist safety, their views 
are especially solicited. 

As a result of communications over the 
past months with various elements of the 
highway safety community, including the 
National Highway Safety Advisory Com¬ 
mittee and the Governors’ Highway 
8afety Representatives, the NHTSA has 
developed the following outline of bicy¬ 
clist safety issues. The outline does not 


include issues relating to bike lanes, bike 
paths, or traffic controls since the Federal 
Highway Administration is developing a 
separate proposal in these areas and 
comments should not address these 
issues. 

1. Relationship to other standards . 
Past rulemaking under the Highway 
SeTety Act has sometimes been criticized 
for failing to deal with the problems of 
coordination between the various stand¬ 
ards. NHTSA requests that the com¬ 
ments, particularly those from State and 
local governments, view the bicycle pro¬ 
posal from the stand^int of standard 
coordination so that the new standard 
can be readily absorbed into a compre¬ 
hensive system of standards. 

’This agency is sensitive to the pos¬ 
sibility that the bicycle standard might 
be better coordinated with related stand¬ 
ards such as the pedestrian standard. It 
may be that the final proposal will be 
in the form of a combined standard, and 
views are particularly requested as to the 
merits of a combined bicycle/pedestrian 
standard. In this regard, comments are 
also requested concerning the possible 
inclusion in the standard of motor-driven 
cycles with 5 horsepower or less. 

Combining bicyclist and pedestrian 
measures in a single standard may 
simplify the State’s administrative job. 
Apart from this potential advantage, 
NHTSA views the area of pedestrian 
safety as needing improvement in many 
of the same respects as bicyclist safety. 
Comments on pedestrian issues will 
therefore be considered. 

2. Legislation . There is considerable 
diversity among jurisdictions in the rules 
of the road for bicycles. The National 
Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and 
Ordinances has dealt with bicycles in 
both the Uniform Vehicle Code (UVC) 
and the Model Traffic Ordinance (MTO). 
NHTSA would like to receive comments 
on whether greater uniformity, along the 
lines of the UVC and the MTO, will pro¬ 
duce an appreciable benefit for bicyclist 
safety. 

A related issue is whether bicycles 
should be subject to the same rules of the 
road as motor vehicles. A number of 
bicycling organizations have urged this 
parity. 

There is a question whether restric¬ 
tions on bicyclist access to higher speed 
roads, according to their age or training, 
might be worthwhile. Views and opinions 
are invited on the feasibility and useful¬ 
ness of such restrictions. 

The equipment carried on a bicycle af¬ 
fects its safety, as emphasized by the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 
There is a question whether reflectors, 
lights, and other visibility devices meet¬ 
ing CPSC standards ought to be required 
on bicycles manufactured before the ef¬ 
fective date of the CPSC standard. Rear¬ 
view mirrors have also been suggested 
as required equipment, as have daylight 
visibility devices such as flags and reflec¬ 
tive vests. The use of bicycle helmets, at 
least on higher speed roads, has been 
raised by the National Highway Safety 
Advisory Committee and comments are 
requested in this area. 


Registration of bicycles has also been 
seen as affecting safety, by providing an 
opportunity to check the safety or equip¬ 
ment. Although the principal effect of 
registration seems to be to reduce bicycle 
theft, views arei nvited on its role in 
safety. 

3. Law Enforcement . A complaint fre¬ 
quently voiced by both motorists and 
bicyclists in that traffic violations by 
bicyclists tend to be ignored. Statistics 
indicate that in bicycle/car accidents, the 
bicyclist is more often at fault and has 
often violated a traffic ordinance. Views 
are solicited as to the desirability of more 
vigorous enforcement. 

One bar to better enforcement appears 
to be a reluctance to assess fines and 
penalties against younger bicyclists. Al¬ 
ternatives to fines, applicable perhaps 
only to certain ages, are therefore in¬ 
vited. 

Also, comments are sought on affirm¬ 
ative action programs by police, empha¬ 
sizing warning, education, or correction 
when illegal, improper, or unsafe bicy¬ 
cling occurs in police view or presence. 

4. Education. Bicycling safety has been 
taught in many schools for years. Views 
are invited on the coverage of present 
education efforts, and on practical means 
for improvement. 

The increasing use of bicycles by adults 
suggests the need for public information 
and education campaigns outside the 
school system. The NHTSA would like 
opinions on what measures are consid¬ 
ered most effective. 

5. Traffic Records. A major impedi¬ 
ment to bicyclist safety studies is the lack 
of comprehensive bicycle accident re¬ 
porting. Even in motor vehicle/bicycle 
accident reports, little information is 
provided on the bicycle and the bicyclist. 
Views are requested on the practicability 
of modifying police accident forms to in¬ 
clude bicycle and bicyclist data, and on 
the inclusion of this data in computer¬ 
ized traffic data systems. 

6. National requirements and local re¬ 
quirements. A criticism leveled at the 
highway safety standards is that they 
are too inclusive and too inflexible. Re¬ 
quirements included in the standards 
have applied in equal measure to all 
States, although a requirement that is 
significant in one State may be of less 
value in another. In reviewing the issues 
presented by this notice, commenters are 
therefore asked to distinguish in their 
recommendations between potential re¬ 
quirements of national significance and 
applicability and those whose signifi¬ 
cance is more limited. 

The present phase of the rulemaking 
will continue into the winter of 1974. 
Throughout this period. NHTSA will be 
working with interested persons and 
groups to develop the standard. On De¬ 
cember 16,1974, the opportunity for pub¬ 
lic comments on the docket will end. If 
the comments support further rulemak¬ 
ing, a draft standard will be published in 
a notice of proposed rulemaking shortly 
after the first of the year. A further com¬ 
ment period will follow, with renewed 
opportunity for public participation in 
the rulemaking. Alter considering the 
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comments on the draft standard, NHTSA 
Intends to prepare a final draft and to 
ask for Congressional approval. 

A bicycling safety file is being estab¬ 
lished in the NHTSA technical reference 
library to serve as a collection point for 
relevant material. The library is located 
in room 5108, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20590 and is open 
weekdays from 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. A 
bibliography of recent articles is also 
available for review. A shorter bibli¬ 
ography of books and articles likely to 
be found in local libraries is available by 
writing to: 8-80, Office of Public Affairs, 
Department of Transportation, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20590. 

Written comments on the issues set 
forth in this notice should refer to the 
docket number and be submitted to: 
Docket Section, National Highway Traf¬ 
fic Safety Administration, Room 5108, 
400 Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20590. To speed the distribution of 
comments, 5 copies are requested, but are 
not required. 

Requests for meetings and discussions 
should be addressed to Mr. Willard Y. 
Howell, Acting Associate Administrator 
for Traffic Safety Programs, National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 
Room 5101, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20590, telephone: 202- 
426-0837. 

AH comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated below will be considered in the 
development of the notice of proposed 
rulemaking and will be available for ex¬ 
amination in the docket both before and 
after that date. To the extent possible, 
comments filed after the closing date will 
also be considered. The NHTSA will con¬ 
tinue to file relevant material in the 
docket after the closing date, and rec¬ 
ommends that interested persons con¬ 
tinue to examine the docket for new 
material. 

Comment dosing date: December 16, 
1974. 

(8ec. 231, Pub. L. 93 -87. 87 Stat. 294 (23 U8.C. 
402(a). 13 US.C. 402(b)(1)(E)); delegation 
of authority at 49 CFR 1.51 (b)) 

Issued on October 8, 1974. 

James B. Gregory, 
Administrator. 

|PR Doc.74-23921 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


[49 CFR Part 573] 

(Docket No. 74-31; Notice 31 
RECORD RETENTION 

Proposed Requirements; Extension of 
Comment Period 

This notice extends the comment pe¬ 
riod for the proposed requirements for 
record retention, published August 20, 
1974 (39 FR 30048), for a period of 30 
days, until November 13, 1974. The origi¬ 
nal comment closing date was October 14, 
1974. 

The Motor Vehicle Manufacturers As¬ 
sociation (MVMA) has requested an ex¬ 
tension of 30 days in which to file com¬ 
ments for the reason that company re¬ 


sponses will require a great deal of intra¬ 
corporate investigation and review of 
existing policies and procedures. MVMA 
further points out that similar require¬ 
ments have been proposed by the Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Commission, with 
a comment closing date of November 4, 
1974, and that MVMA and member com¬ 
panies are reviewing both proposals, at 
least in part, together. 

The NHTSA believes the reasons for 
the MVMA request to constitute a suffi¬ 
cient basis for extending the comment 
period for 30 days. Accordingly, the com¬ 
ment period in Docket No. 74-31; Notice 
2, "Record Retention/’ is hereby ex¬ 
tended to November 13, 1974. 

(Sec. 108. 112, 113, 119. Pub. L. 89-563. 80 
Stat. 718 (16 U.S.C. 1397, 1401, 1402. 1407); 
delegation of authority at 49 CFR 1.51 and 
49 CFR 601.8) 

Issued on October 10,1974. 

Robert L. Carter, 
Associate Administrator, 
Motor Vehicle Programs. 

(FR Doc.74-24064 Filed 10-10-74;8:12 am] 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[ 16 CFR Part 1015 ] 

PROCEDURES FOR DISCLOSURE OR 
PRODUCTION OF INFORMATION 

Extension of Comment Period 

On August 21, 1974, the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission published in 
the Federal Register (39 FR 30298) pro¬ 
posed end interim regulations concerning 
the production and disclosure of rec¬ 
ords of the Commission under the Free¬ 
dom of Information Act (5 UJS.C. 552). 
Comments on the proposal were invited 
to be submitted on or before October 21, 
1974. 

To accomodate all parties who have 
Indicated an interest in commenting on 
this proposal, notice is given that the 
time period for comment is extended to 
November 21, 1974. Comments and views 
on the proposal may be submitted, pref¬ 
erably with five copies, to the Secretary, 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 
1750 K St., NW, Washington, D.C. 20207. 
Comments received after November 21, 
1974 will not be considered. 

Dated: October 8, 1974. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 
Secretary, Consumer 
Products Safety Commission. 

[FR Doc.74-23907 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40CFR Part 120] 

[FRL 247-7] 

NAVIGABLE WATERS OF STATE OF 
ARIZONA 

Proposed Water Quality Standards 

The purpose of this notice is to pro¬ 
pose regulations setting forth standards 
of water quality to be applicable to the 


navigable waters of the State of Arizona 
pursuant to section 303(b) of the fed¬ 
eral Water Pollution Control Act as 
amended (33 U.S.C. 1313(b)) (the Act) 
A notice announcing the intention of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to re¬ 
view all navigable water quality stand¬ 
ards pursuant to the Act was published 
in the Federal Register on December 29 
1973 (37 FR 28775-28780). 

Under section 303(a) of the Act, the 
Administrator of the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency is required to review 
water quality standards for navigable 
waters adopted and submitted by the 
States. When he determines that changes 
in such water quality standards are re¬ 
quired to meet requirements of the Act 
as in effect prior to October 18. 1972 (the 
date of enactment of the 1972 Amend¬ 
ments of the Act. PX. 92-500), he must 
notify the State. If the State does net 
adopt the required revisions or if the re¬ 
visions submitted by the State do not 
meet the requirements of the Act, the 
Administrator m^y publish proposed re¬ 
vised water quality standards in accord¬ 
ance with such requirements. 

The State of Arizona prior to Octo¬ 
ber 18, 1972 adopted water quality stand¬ 
ards for both interstate waters and 
intrastate waters. After the enactment 
of the 1972 Amendments, EPA reviewed 
both the interstate and intrastate water 
quality standards pursuant to section 
303(a) of the Act. On January 18, 1973 
the Regional Administrator notified the 
Governor of Arizona that certain revi¬ 
sions to the interstate water quality 
standards of Arizona were necessary to 
make the standards consistent with the 
applicable requirements of the Act. On 
March 2, 1973 a similar notification was 
made for intrastate water quality stand¬ 
ards. 

Arizona has adopted revised interstate 
and intrastate water quality standards 
in response to EPA’s request as required 
by the Act. The revisions submitted by 
the State do not fully meet the require¬ 
ments of the Act. 

Arizona has established no quantita¬ 
tive nutrient criteria. Accordingly, pur¬ 
suant to section 303(b) (1), EPA is now 
proposing regulations setting forth 
standards required to comply with the 
Act as in effect prior to October 18,1972. 

Section 303(b) (2) of the Act requires 
the Administrator to promulgate water 
quality standards no later than 190 days 
after the date of publication of this no¬ 
tice. unless by such time the State shall 
have adopted water quality standards 
which the Administrator determines to 
be in accordance with the requirements 
of section 303(a) of the Act. However, 
the Administrator is not required to 
await State action for the entire 190 -day 
period prior to promulgation. Thus, the 
standards may be promulgated by the 
Administrator at any time following the 
expiration of time for public comment 

The Arizona Water Quality Control 
Council adopted amendments to Water 
Quality Standards for Surface Waters in 
Arizona on December 10,1973 and on Au¬ 
gust 14. 1974. The water quality stand¬ 
ards are contained in the documents en- 
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titled “Water Quality Standards for Sur¬ 
face Waters in Arizona”, July 18, 1968, 
and “Amendments to Water Quality 
Standards for Surface Waters In Ari¬ 
zona”, December 10. 1973, and “Amend¬ 
ments to Water Quality Standards for 
Surface Waters in Arizona”, August 14, 
1974. (Copy may be found at EPA Head¬ 
quarters, Waterside Mall, 401 M Street, 
8W., Room 811. East Tower, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460, the EPA Regional Office, 
100 California Street, San Francisco, 
California 94111, or at the Division of 
Water Quality Control, Arizona State De¬ 
partment of Health, 1740 West Adams 
Street. Phoenix, Arizona 85007). Further 
amendments are proposed as follows and 
together with the approved standards 
will complete the required revisions nec¬ 
essary to meet the requirements of sec¬ 
tion 303 (a) and (b) of the Act. 

Where the proposed regulations set 
forth below are inconsistent with refer¬ 
enced standards, these regulations, if 
promulgated, will supersede such stand¬ 
ards to the extent of the inconsistency. 

The standards document is available 
for Inspection and copying at the Divi¬ 
sion of Water Quality Control, Arizona 
State Department of Health, 1740 West 
Adams Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
and the EPA Regional Office, 100 Califor¬ 
nia Street, San Francisco, California 
94111. EPA’s information regulations, 
40 CFR Part 2, provide that a fee may be 
charged for making copies. 

Interested persons may submit written 
data, views or arguments in triplicate in 
regard to the proposed regulations to the 
Regional Administrator, EPA, 100 Cali¬ 
fornia Street, San Francisco, California 
94111. All relevant material received no 
later than December 16, 1974, will be 
considered. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
hereby proposed that 40 CFR Part 120 be 
amended by deleting from § 120.10 the 
paragraph entitled “Arizona” and adding 
a new § 120.28 to read as set forth below. 

The proposed new section would be ef¬ 
fective immediately upon republication. 

(Sec. 303(b). Pub. L. 92-500, 88 Stat. 816 
(33UJS.C. 1313 (b)) 

Dated: October 7. 1974. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator, 

8 120.10 [Amended] 

Section 120.10 is amended by deleting 
the paragraph entitled “Arizona.” 

Section 120.28 is added as follows: 

§ 120.28 Arizona water quality aland- 
ftrds. 

Standards contained in the document 
entitled “Water Quality Standards for 
Surface Waters in Arizona”, as amended 
by the Water Quality Control Council on 
December 10, 1973 and on August 14. 
1974 are the approved water quality 
standards .for the State of Arizona, ex¬ 
cept as set forth below. 

Article 6, Part 2 is amended as follows: 

1. Reg. 6-2-6.8 shall read: 

R eg. 6-2-6.8. Nutrient standards. (1) The 
oie&u annual total phosphate and mean an¬ 


nual total nitrate concentrations of the fol¬ 
lowing waters shall not exceed the values 
given below nor shall the total phosphate or 
total nitrate concentrations of more than 10 
percent of the samples in any year exceed 
the 90 percent values given below. Unless 
otherwise specified. Indicated values also ap¬ 
ply to tributaries to the named waters. 


Total Total nitrates 




90 


00 

Moan 

per¬ 

Mean 

per¬ 

annual 

cent 

annual 

cent 


value 


value 


a. Colorado River 
from Utah bor¬ 
der to Willow 

Beach (main- 
stem). 

.04 

.06 

4 

7 

b. Colorado River 
from Willow 

Beach to Barker 
Dam (main- 
stem). 

.00 

.10 

5 

7 

o. Colorado River 
from Barker 

Dam to Im¬ 
perial Dam 
(mainstetn). 

.08 

.12 

8 

7 

d. Colorado River 
from Imperial 

Dam to Moreloe 
Dam (main- 
stem). 

.10 

.15 

8 

7 

a. Gila River from 

New Mexico 
border to San 
Carlos Reser¬ 
voir (excluding 

San Carlos 
Reservoir). 

.50 

.80 

8 

7 

L Gila River from 

San Carlo* 
Reservoir to 
Ashurst Hay¬ 
den Dam (in¬ 
cluding San 

Carlos Reser¬ 
voir) .. 

.30 

.50 

5 

7 

K. San Bedro River.. 

.80 

.50 

8 

7 

h. Verde River (ex¬ 
cept Granite 

Creek). 

.18 

.30 

4 

T 

1. Salt River above 
Roosevelt Lake. 

.18 

.80 

4 

7 

J. Santa Crux River 
from inter¬ 
national liound- 
ary near Notrales 
to Sahuarlta-- 

.50 

.80 

ft 

7 

k. Little Colorado 

River ahove 
Lyman Reser¬ 
voir. 

.30 

.50 

4 

7 


(2) The above standards are Intended to 
protect the recreational use and aesthetic 
values of the named waters. Because regula¬ 
tion of nutrient levels alone may not be ade¬ 
quate to protect waters from eutrophication, 
no substance shall be added to any surface 
water which produces aquatic growth to the 
extent that such growths create a public 
nuisance or interfere with beneficial uses of 
the water defined and designated In Reg. 
6-2-85. 

2. Reg. 6-2-6.11 A and B are amended to 
Include Reg. 6-2-6.8 In the series with Regs. 
6-2-6.6. 6—2-6.7 and 6-2-6.9. 

IFR Doc.74-23712 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am| 


[ 40 CFR 165 ] 

(FRL 262-6J 

PESTICIDES AND PESTICIDE CONTAINERS 

Proposed Regulations for Prohibition of 
Certain Acts Regarding Disposal and 
Storage 

The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and 
Rodenticide Act, as amended by the Fed¬ 
eral Environ menta l Pesticide Control 
Act of 1972 (FIFRA, as amended) (86 


Stat. 973, PL 92-516) requires the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (the Agency) to 
establish regulations and procedures for 
the disposal and storage of pesticides and 
their containers. An initial document 
was published in the Federal Register 
on May 23, 1973, proposing regulations 
for the acceptance of certain canceled 
pesticides and recommended procedures 
for the disposal and storage of pesticides, 
pesticide containers, and pesticide-re¬ 
lated wastes. Following a public com¬ 
ment period, acceptance regulations and 
recommended procedures were published 
in the Federal Register of May 1, 1974 
(Vol. 39. No. 85. P. 15236, 40 CFR 165). 

This document amends the May 1 pub¬ 
lication by clarifying certain definitions 
and by providing for the prohibitionary 
regulation of certain especially hazardous 
storage and disposal practices. 

While the basic thrust of the FIFRA, 
as amended, is to regulate the registra¬ 
tion, labeling, and application of pesti¬ 
cides, a primary goal of the Act is the 
“protection of health and the environ¬ 
ment.” which is defined to mean “pro¬ 
tection against any unreasonable ad¬ 
verse effects on the environment.” The 
Agency has determined that some meth¬ 
ods of pesticide disposal and storage are 
so likely to cause unreasonable adverse 
effects on health or the environment 
that the best form of regulation is to 
prohibit such acts. These worst acts in¬ 
clude open burning (unless undertaken 
by the user In small quantities in open 
fields), open dumping, water dumping 
(except as may be provided for by regu¬ 
lations issued pursuant to sections 304, 
307, 311, 402, and 404 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act Amend¬ 
ments of 1972), ocean dumping (except 
as may be permitted by regulations de¬ 
veloped under the Marine Protection, 
Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972), 
storage In such a manner as to cause 
contamination of food or feed supplies, 
and well injection without adequate test¬ 
ing to assure environmental protection. 

Among the many comments received 
on the Recommended Procedures pro¬ 
posed on May 23, 1973, were several 
suggesting that disposal and storage reg¬ 
ulations would be more appropriate. 
These commenters pointed out that the 
FIFRA, as amended, contained wording 
that required regulations, and testimony 
given before Congress on the Act clearly 
indicated that regulations would be nec¬ 
essary in order to prevent further dam¬ 
age to the environment from improper 
disposal and storage of pesticides and 
pesticide containers. The Agency agrees 
that regulations are required by section 
19(a) of the Act; however, since ade¬ 
quate disposal sites and the necessary 
facilities are not readily available nation¬ 
wide. and since significant information 
gaps exist which make it infeasible to 
write specific criteria for certain disposal 
methods and procedures, prescriptive 
regulations requiring specific methods of 
disposal should not be issued at this 
time. The Agency has, however, elected 
to issue prohibitionary regulations to 
limit and constrain the worst acts listed 
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above. The recommended procedures is¬ 
sued May 1, 1974, provide guidance on 
how disposal and storage can be carried 
out without violating the prohibitions. 

The mismanagement of pesticide 
wastes, including open dumping and 
open storage of pesticides, pesticide con¬ 
tainers, and pesticide-related wastes has 
resulted in many cases of damage to 
humans and domestic animals, including 
organophosphate poisoning of a child 
from playing among “empty” pesticide 
containers in Arkansas, chlorinated hy¬ 
drocarbon poisoning of pigs in Louisiana, 
and poisoning of cattle in Idaho. 1 

The prohibition of open dumping is 
further based on other actual and poten¬ 
tial hazards noted in the literature. The 
University of California concluded that 
•'the movement of pesticides from waste 
disposal sites is a potential hazard both 
to the environment and to human health. 
Old and rusting containers represent 
some of the worst hazards. Small quan¬ 
tities of the chemical can drip out of 
rusty containers, periling the water 
supply and human health.”* * 

The prohibition of open burning of 
large quantities of pesticides, contami¬ 
nated pesticide containers, and pesticide- 
related wastes stems from the potential 
hazards of toxic or otherwise harmful 
gases that are generated when combus¬ 
tion is incomplete. Putnam, et al. J showed 
that vaporization and sublimation of 
pesticides occurred when pesticides were 
burned in an open system, and both the 
original material as well as intermedi¬ 
ate (degradation) products were re¬ 
leased to the atmosphere along with the 
end products. Other work 4 documented 
the production of highly toxic compounds 
(hydrogen chloride, phosgene, phos¬ 
phorus oxides) as products of combus¬ 
tion of several common pesticides, in¬ 
cluding DDT, lindane, and malathion. 
However, the small quantities of such 
compounds which would be released by 
the burning of empty combustible con¬ 
tainers from a single day’s application in 
an open area isolated from and down¬ 
wind from populated areas are not ex¬ 
pected to cause significant damages to 
the environment or health of humans 
and other animals, and is preferable to 
concentrating such containers, especially 

1 US. Environmental Protection Agency. 
“Report to Congress—Disposal of Hazardous 
Wastes." pp. 84-45. Washington, US. Govern¬ 
ment Printing Offlce. 1974.110 p. 

* U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
"The Effects of Agricultural Pesticides In 
the Aquatic Environment, Irrigated Crop¬ 
lands, San Joaquin Valley." Water Pro¬ 
grams—Pesticide Study Series #6. Washing¬ 
ton, U.8. Government Printing Office, 1972. p. 
09. 

■US. Environmental Protection Agency. 
"Organic Pesticides and Pesticide Containers. 
A Study of Their Decontamination and 
Combustion." Solid Waste Management 
Series (SW-21c). National Technical In¬ 
formation 8ervice, PB-202-202, 1971. pp. 

25-31. 

* U S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
“Recommended Methods of Reduction, 
Neutralization. Recovery, or Disposal of 
Hazardous Wastes." Vol. V. "Pesticides and 
Cyanides," August 1978. EPA Publication 
No. 870/2-T8-058E. 


in those areas where neither pesticide 
incinerators nor specially designated 
landfills are readily available. The daily 
burning of empty combustible contain¬ 
ers also prevents their reuse for other 
purposes. 

The need to prohibit storage or dis¬ 
posal of pesticides in a manner that will 
cause the contamination of food or feed 
supplies derives from the considerable 
potential for accidental poisonings of hu¬ 
mans, domestic animals, pets, and wild¬ 
life. A farmer in Illinois stored a pesti¬ 
cide wettable powder in a container 
among similar containers that held cattle 
feed concentrate. A workman added 
some of the pesticide to the cattle feed 
mixture, and several cattle died. 6 In 
another case, a farmer disposed of 
“empty” insecticide bags adjacent to a 
field where cattle were pastured; the 
wind blew the bags into the pasture and 
fourteen cattle died after licking the 
bags. Similarly, several cattle and sheep 
died after drinking water contaminated 
by pesticide-related waste improperly 
stored in drums near a stock watering 
pond.* 

There are some obvious exceptions to 
these prohibitions; for example, certain 
pesticides are specifically labeled and 
registered for Inclusion in animal and 
pet foods, and such legal uses would not 
be affected by these regulations. Sim¬ 
ilarly, the application of pesticides reg¬ 
istered for use in or on water for the 
control of weeds, undesirable fish species, 
parasites, etc., is not prohibited when 
used at rates specified on the label or in 
the labeling. And the burial of single 
pesticide containers in open fields with 
due regard to the protection of ground 
water supplies or the open burning of up 
to 50 lbs. of empty containers from a 
single work day’s application (providing 
such is legal under State or local 
statutes) by the applicator of the pesti¬ 
cide will not be considered a violation. 

The effects of water dumping of pes¬ 
ticides are well known. Several fish kills 
have been documented, 7 and other studies 
have shown how the aquatic environ¬ 
ment is altered by the presence and con¬ 
centration of minute residues of pesti¬ 
cides into harmful concentrations that 
may obliterate certain species of in¬ 
vertebrates which form links in the 
food chain of fish and wildlife.* 

It is believed that these prohibitions 
will not have an adverse impact on the 
pesticide production, distribution, or user 
industries. The U.S. Department of Ag- 


* Personal Communication, Illinois Natural 
History 8urvey. November 1073. 

•U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
"Report to Congress—Disposal of Hazardous 
Wastes," pp. 34-46. Washington. U.S. Gov¬ 
ernment Printing Offlce, 1974. 110 p. 

* U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
"Report to Congress—Disposal of Hazardous 
Wastes." pp. 34—45. Washington, US. Gov¬ 
ernment Printing Office, 1974. 110 p. 

* US. Environmental Protection Agency. 
"The Effects of Agricultural Pesticides in the 
Aquatic Environment, Irrigated Croplands, 
8an Joaquin Valley." Water Programs—Pes¬ 
ticide 8tudy Series #8. Washington. UJB. 
Government Printing Office, 1972. p. 69. 


ricuiture, and its Cooperative Extension 
Service which works in the States, have 
for many years recommended against 
these same acts. Various publications of 
USDA have pointed out the environ¬ 
mental hazards which coukl be caused 
by these acks, and discussed the economic 
losses involved. The pesticide industry, 
through tradfc associations as well as in¬ 
dividual producers and formula tors, sim¬ 
ilarly has advised handlers and users 
alike of the hazards associated with im¬ 
proper disposal or storage of pesticides. 
The recommendations as prohibitionary 
regulations would (1) only make manda¬ 
tory the cessation of practices that all 
handlers and users of pesticides should 
not be doing as a matter of course, (2) 
reduce the number of lethal accidents to 
humans and domestic animals, and (3) 
reduce the number and magnitude of 
lasses (e.g.. fish kills) caused by environ¬ 
mental deterioration. 

Also prohibited is deep well injection 
of excess pesticides unless the Regional 
Administrator approves each Individual 
undertaking after reviewing data on the 
environmental effects anticipated. The 
Agency’s policy, as expressed in the Ad¬ 
ministrator’s Decision Statement No. 5 
(ADS #5—Federal Register, April 9, 
1974, VoL 39, No. 69) is to oppose the sub¬ 
surface emplacement of fluids by well 
injection without strict controls, unless 
all reasonable alternatives have first been 
explored and found less satisfactory in 
terms of environmental protection, and 
adequate tests have been taken to doc¬ 
ument that environmental damage will 
not result. 

The Agency recognizes that there may 
be jurisdictional questions raised during 
the public comment period relative to 
Federal control of well injection. Tradi¬ 
tionally. regulation of groundwater sup¬ 
plies and systems has been the province 
of the States. However, while it appears 
that the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act may not authorize any regulation of 
. deep well Injection of wastes which is 
not carried out in conjunction with a 
discharge into navigable waters, it has 
been determined that pesticide disposal 
may be undertaken only in accordance 
with regulations issued under section 19 
of the Act. and these specifically exclude 
the well injection of pesticides unless an 
applicant first secures approval of the 
appropriate State agency, provides the 
data requirements necessary for evalua¬ 
tion of an application which accompany 
ADS #5. and receives EPA approval. 
Special problems exist with respect to 
well injection; the rupture of pip®, 
tubes, or channels would release highly 
toxic pesticides directly into large bodies 
of water far below the surface. Such con¬ 
tamination would be extremely difficult, 
and in many cases Impossible, to clean up 
to the point where such water is again 
useful. The persistent nature of many of 
today’s pesticides could result in long¬ 
term pollution of such contamination ac- 
curred, rendering aquifers usuable for 
many years. 
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The Agency will require the submis¬ 
sion of substantial data from an appli¬ 
cant who proposes to dispose of 
pesticides or pesticide-related wastes by 
this method, including the alternatives 
that have been explored and found 
wanting and the results of pre-injection 
tests. Such data and information win be 
reviewed to determine whether or not 
such wastes can be disposed of with as¬ 
surance of safety to the environment. 
However, the silence of the Agency does 
not constitute approval, and potential 
disposers are warned not to begin opera¬ 
tions until full approval is received from 
the Regional Administrator in the 
Region where the proposed injection 
well is located. Further, the Agency re¬ 
quires that any additional information 
obtained by the user of any pesticide dis¬ 
posal system that indicates there are, or 
is the potential for, adverse effects on the 
environment must be reported immedi¬ 
ately to the Regional Administrator in 
the Region in which such disposal ac¬ 
tion, injection, and environmental dam¬ 
age is occurring. 

The penalty for non-compliance with 
these prohibitions is as set forth in sec¬ 
tion 14 of the Act and any regulations 
promulgated thereunder, and is the same 
as that for violating any other provision 
of FIFRA, as amended. The mechanism 
for enforcement of violations of regula¬ 
tions lawfully promulgated under Sec¬ 
tion 19 is the power of the Administra¬ 
tor to assess civil penalties. 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
via publication of these proposed regula¬ 
tions in the Federal Register invites 
comments, reviews, and critiques from 
Federal, State, and other governmental 
agencies, and the public. Interested 
parties may submit written comments to 
the Deputy Assistant Administrator for 
Solid Waste Management Programs 
(AW-562), Ui3. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460. AU 
comments received on or before Decem¬ 
ber 15, 1974, will be considered, but sub¬ 
stantive responses to individual com¬ 
ments will not be made. The Deputy 
Assistant Administrator will, however, 
acknowledge receipt of all comments, 
and provide, upon request, a copy of the 
environmental explanation which has 
been prepared for this proposed rulemak¬ 
ing. 

These prohibitionary regulations for 
the disposal and storage of pesticides, 
pesticide containers and pesticide-re¬ 
lated wastes are issued under the author¬ 
ity of sections 6(a) (2). 12(a) (2) (G). 14, 
19<a), and 25(a) of the Federal In¬ 
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodentidde 
Act, as amended by the Federal Environ¬ 
mental Pesticide Control Act of 1972 (86 
6tat. 955, 977). 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

October 4, 1974. 

Subpart A— General 

Section 165.1 is amended by revising 
the introductory paragraph and para¬ 


graphs (m), <n), <o), (q), (v) and 
<e> as set forth below: 

§ 165.1 Definition*. 

As used in this part, all terms not de¬ 
fined herein shall have the meaning giv¬ 
en them by the Act and by prior publi¬ 
cation of Regulations and Recommended 
Procedures on May 1, 1974, in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (Vol. 39, No. 85, Part IV, 
P. 15237) for tills part. 


(i) "Diluent'’ means the material add¬ 
ed to a pesticide or a pesticide-related 
waste by the user or manufacturer to 
reduce the concentration of active in¬ 
gredient. 


(m) "Ocean dumping" means the dis¬ 
posal of pesticides, pesticide containers, 
or peslcide-related wastes in or on the 
oceans and seas as defined in PL 92-532. 

(n) "Open burning" means the com¬ 
bustion of a pesticide, pesticide container, 
or pesticide-related waste in any fashion 
other than by incineration in a pesticide 
incinerator. 

(o) "Open dumping" means the plac¬ 
ing of pesticides, pesticide containers, 
or pesticide-related waste in a land site 
In a manner which does not protect the 
environment and is exposed to the ele¬ 
ments, vectors, and scavengers. 


(q) **Pesticide-related wastes" means 
all pesticide-containing manufacturing 
or processing wastes or pesticide-con¬ 
taining by-products which are to be dis¬ 
carded, but which, pursuant to accept¬ 
able pesticide manufacturing or proc¬ 
essing operations, are not ordinarily a 
part of or contained within an industrial 
waste stream discharged into a sewer or 
the waters of a State. 


(v) "Soil injection" means the em¬ 
placement of pesticides or pesticide-re¬ 
lated wastes by ordinary tillage practices 
within the plow layer of a soil. 


(z) "Water dumping" means the dis¬ 
posal of pesticides or pesticide-related 
wastes in or on lakes, ponds, rivers, sew¬ 
ers, or other water systems as defined in 
PL 92—500. 


Section 165.2 is amended by adding 
paragraph (h) as follows: 

§ 165.2 Authorization and ctcopc. 

• » • • m 

(h) The regulations promulgated un¬ 
der Subp&rt C, Section 165.7 are those 
deemed necessary by the Administrator 
to prohibit the worst acts of pesticide 
storage and disposal. Said regulations are 
published pursuant to section 19(a) and 
25(a) of the Act which authorize the 
Administrator to promulgate procedures 
and regulations for the disposal and stor¬ 
age of pesticides, pesticide containers, 
and excess amounts of pesticides. The 


authority to enforce the regulations un¬ 
der Subpart C, section 165.7 is derived 
from section 14 of the Act which pro¬ 
vides for the imposition of civil or crim¬ 
inal penalties for violations of the pro¬ 
visions of the Act. In addition, section 
12(a)(2)(G) makes it unlawful to use 
a pesticide in a manner inconsistent with 
its labeling. Disposal or storage of a 
pesticide in a manner inconsistent with 
the instructions on the iRbeling will 
therefore constitute a specific unlawful 
act, subject to civil or criminal penalties. 
These regulations shall apply to all users, 
producers, or distributors of pesticides, 
pesticide containers, and pesticide-re¬ 
lated wastes. 

Subpart C—Pesticides and Containers 

Section 165.7 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 165.7 Prohibited procedure*. 

(a) Open dumping. No pesticide, pesti¬ 
cide-related waste, pesticide container, 
or residues from a pesticide container 
shall be disposed of in such a manner as 
to cause or allow open dumping, as de¬ 
fined by § 165.1(o). 

(b) Open burning. No pesticide, pesti¬ 
cide-related waste, pesticide container, 
or residue from a pesticide container 
shall be disposed of in such manner as 
to cause or allow open burning, as de¬ 
fined by § 165.l(n). Small quantities of 
combustible containers, not to exceed 50 
lbs. or the quantity emptied in a single 
work day, whichever is less (except those 
formerly containing organic forms of 
beryllium, selenium, mercury, lead, cad¬ 
mium, or arsenic), may be burned by the 
applicator in open fields where (1) due 
regard is given to wind direction in rela¬ 
tion to receptors such as population cen¬ 
ters. crops susceptible to pesticide vapors, 
field workers, domestic animals, and sur¬ 
face water supplies, (2) such open burn¬ 
ing is consistent with Federal, State, or 
local ordinances, and (3) provisions are 
made to avoid contamination of surface 
and groundwater. 

(c) Water dumping. No pesticide, pes¬ 
ticide-related waste, pesticide container, 
or residue from pesticide container shall 
be stored or disposed of in such manner 
as to cause or allow water dumping, as 
defined by § 165.1 (z), or ocean dumping, 
as defined by § 165.1 (m), except in con¬ 
formance with regulation developed pur¬ 
suant to the Marine Protection, Re¬ 
search, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (PL 
92-532), and to Sections 304, 307, 311. 
402, and 404 of the Federal Water Pollu¬ 
tion Control Act Amendments of 1972 
(PL 92-500). 

(d) Contamination of food and feed 
supplies. No pesticide or pesticide-related 
waste that is classified as highly toxic or 
moderately toxic and is required to bear 
the corresponding signal words on the 
label, pesticide container, or residue from 
a pesticide container shall be disposed of 
or stored in proximity to and in such 
manner as to cause or allow direct ex¬ 
posure which may result in contain ina- 
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tion of food or feed, or food or feed pack¬ 
aging materials.* 

(e) Well injection. (1) No pesticide, 
pesticide-related waste, pesticide con¬ 
tainer, or residue from a pesticide con¬ 
tainer shall be disposed of by well in¬ 
jection unless the person (s) proposing to 
undertake such disposal first receives ap¬ 
proval from the appropriate State 
agency, demonstrates that he has ex¬ 
hausted all reasonable alternative meth¬ 
ods of disposal and finds them unsatis¬ 
factory in terms of environmental 
considerations, submits to tine Regional 
Administrator in the Region where the 
well is to be located the recommended 
data requirements which accompany 
ADS #5 (Federal Register. Vol. 39, No. 
69. April 9, 1974), and obtains the ap¬ 
proval of the Regional Administrator for 
the proposed well injection. Included in 
these information requirements are: 

(1) The location and design of the in¬ 
jection well; 

. <ii) The type and amount of pesticide 
to be injected; 

(iii) The results of rre-injection tests 
made to predict the fate of materials 
injected; 

(iv) Provisions for monitoring the op¬ 
eration and the effects on the environ¬ 
ment; 

(v) Provisions for plugging injection 
wells when abandoned: 

(vi) Contingency provisions for coping 
with injection well failures; 

(2) If spills from storage containers, or 
from the injection operation, occur, dis¬ 
posers are warned of their potential lia¬ 
bility and penalties which may be im¬ 
posed under Section 311 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act Amend¬ 
ments of 1972 (PL 92-500). 

(3) If at any time after approval of an 
application for the well injection of a 
pesticide there is additional information 
regarding adverse effects on the environ¬ 
ment, such information shall be sub¬ 
mitted to the aforementioned Regional 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 74-23836 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 a ml 


[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

[FRL 279-8] 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Parking Management Regulations, 
Postponement of Compliance Date 

In the August 22, 1974, Federal Reg¬ 
ister (39 FR 30440) the Environmental 
Protection Agency proposed amendments 
to the parking management regulations 
for eighteen areas. The effective date for 
compliance with these regulations was set 
for January 1, 1975. 


1 Department of Transportation hae pro¬ 
posed hazardous materials transportation 
regulations (Federal Register, January 24, 
1974, Vol. 39, No. 17) that would prohibit 
the mixed shipment of highly toxic pesti¬ 
cides and food or feed, and the transfer of 
any pesticide to food or feed may render 
such food or feed adulterated under the 
meaning of the Federal Food, Drug and Cos¬ 
metic Act. 


Planning and organization to imple¬ 
ment the regulations Is proceeding. How¬ 
ever, in order to provide more adequate 
time for successful implementation of 
the combined regulations and amend¬ 
ments, the compliance date for the park¬ 
ing management regulations and amend¬ 
ments is hereby changed to June 30,1975. 
This will also allow time for adjustments 
made necessary by any changes adopted 
as a result of the various local hearings 
being held during this month in affected 
areas on the August 22, 1974, proposals. 

The Administrator intends to take final 
action on the proposed amendments 
after completion of all public hearings 
scheduled for the affected areas, and 
after receipt of written comments. A no¬ 
tice of the dates and locations of these 
hearings appeared in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on September 23, 1974 (39 FR 
34070), with a minor correction on Sep¬ 
tember 27 (39 FR 34671). At that time 
the period for written comment was ex¬ 
tended to October 31. 1974. 

The new compliance date only con¬ 
cerns the parking management regula¬ 
tions, and does not pertain to the indi¬ 
rect source regulations, which include 
requirements for reviews of certain park¬ 
ing facilities, which were published in 
the Federal Register on July 9, 1974 
(39 FR 25292). The compliance date for 
implementation of the indirect source 
regulations remains January 1, 1975. 
These indirect source regulations are ef¬ 
fective nationwide including all areas 
which would have been subject to the 
parking management regulations. 

(Sections 110(c) and 301(a) of tbe Clean 
Air Act. (42 U.S.C. 1857c-5(c) and 1857(g))) 

Dated: October 8.1974. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator. 

In Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40, of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, the date 
“January 1. 1975,“ is amended to 

“June 30,1975,“ in the following sections; 

1. Subpart C—Alaska, § 52.86; 

2. Subpart D—Arizona, § 52.139: 

3. Subpart F—California, § 52.251; 

4. Subpart J—District of Columbia, 
§ 52.493: 

5. Subpart V—Maryland, § 52.1103 and 
§ 52.1111; 

6. Subpart W—Massachusetts. § 52.- 
1128. § 52.1135 and 8 52.1136 ; 

7. Subpart FF—New Jersey, § 52.1588; 

8. Subpart NN—Pennsylvania, 8 52.- 
2040; 

9. Subpart SS—Texas, § 52.2295; and 

10. Subpart W—Virginia, § 52.2443. 

(FR Doc.74-23837 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[ 18 CFR Parts 2.154 ] 

[Docket No. R-478J 

NATURAL GAS PRODUCED FROM WELLS 
COMMENCED BEFORE JANUARY 1, 1973 

Just and Reasonable Rates; Notice of 
Extension of Time 

October 8, 1974. 

On September 30, 1974, a group of 
producer respondents In the above-desig¬ 


nated matter, respresented by Phillips 
Petroleum Company, filed a motion to 
extend the dates fixed by notice issued 
September 12, 1974, and published in the 
Federal Register at 39 FR 34304, for fil¬ 
ing comments and reply comments re¬ 
garding tiffs rulemaking. 

We have concluded that it is in the 
public interest to grant this extension 
to assure the mpst complete evaluation 
of this matter. Therefore, the dates for 
filing comments and reply comments are 
extended to and including November 18, 
1974 and December 16. 1974, respectively. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-23890 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 

WATER RESOURCES COUNCIL 

[ 18 CFR Part 701 ] 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 
Proposed Policy on Disclosure of Records 

Notice is hereby given that the Water 
Resources Council, under the authority 
of 5 U.S.C. 552 and 42 U.S.C. 1962d-l, 
proposes to add a new Subpart D to Part 
701 of Chapter VI, Title 18 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, as set forth 
below. 

This new Subpart D to Part 701 de¬ 
scribes the availability to the public of 
records of the Water Resources Council 
pursuant to the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act, 5 U.S.C. 552. 

This Subpart states the Council’s pol¬ 
icy of the fullest possible disclosure of 
records consistent with those obligations 
of confidentiality and administrative 
necessities which are recognized by the 
Act. In regard both to the information 
that is available to the public and to 
the sources from which it may be ob¬ 
tained this Subpart supplements exist¬ 
ing procedures and does not replace or 
restrict them. The normal channels 
through which information has regularly 
been made available to the public will 
continue to be accessible. 

This Subpart is intended to be con¬ 
sistent with, but separate from, the pub¬ 
lic participation provisions of the Coun¬ 
cil’s principles and standards (38 FR 174, 
Sept. 10, 1973) and subsequent imple¬ 
menting procedures. 

Interested persons are Invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions or ob¬ 
jections regarding tills proposal to the 
Director, Water Resources Council, 2120 
L Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 20037. 
on or before November 14, 1974. 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

Warren D. Fairchild, 

Director. 

Water Resources Council 

It is proposed to amend Part 701 of 
Chapter VI, Title 18 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations by adding a new SuD- 
part D set forth below: 

Subpart D—Availability of Information 

Sec. 

701.200 Statement of policy. 
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701.201 Availability of records and Informa¬ 

tional materials. 

701.202 Procedure. 

7011203 Denial of a request for Identifiable 
records or materials. 

701.204 River basin commissions and field 
committees. 

Authority: 6 U.S.C. 552 and 42 U.S.C. 

1962d-l. 

Subpart D—Availability of Information 
§ 701.200 Statement of policy. 

Water Resources Council records and 
informational materials are available to 
the fullest extent possible consistent with 
5 U.S.C. section 552 and will be promptly 
furnished to any member of the public. 

§ 701.201 Availubility of records and in¬ 
formational materials. 

'(a) Except for records and materials 
exempted from disclosure pursuant to 
paragraph (b) of this section, any person 
may inspect and copy any document in 
the possession and custody of the Water 
Resources Council in accordance with 
the procedure provided in § 701.202. 

(b) The provisions of 5 U.S.C. section 
552 which require that agencies make 
their records available for public inspec¬ 
tion and copying do not apply to matters 
which are: 

(1) Specifically required by Executive 
order to be kept secret in the interest of 
national defense or foreign policy; 

(2) Related solely to the internal per¬ 
sonal rules and practices of the Council; 

(3) Specifically exempted from dis¬ 
closure by statute; 

(4) Trade secrets and information 
which is privileged or which relates to 
the business, personal or financial affairs 
of any person and which is furnished 
and accepted in confidence; 

(5) Interagency and intra-agency 
memoranda or letters which would not 
be available by law to a private party in 
litigation with the Council; 

(6) Personnel, medical, and similar 
files the disclosure of which would con¬ 
stitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy; 

(7) Investigatory files compiled for 
law enforcement purposes except to the 
extent available by law to a party other 
than an agency; 

(8) Contained in or related to exami¬ 
nation, operating, or condition reports 
prepared by, on behalf of, or for the use 
of an agency responsible for the regula¬ 
tion or supervision of financial institu¬ 
tions; or 

(9) Geological and geophysical infor¬ 
mation and data, including maps, con¬ 
cerning wells. 

§ <01.202 Procedure. 

A member of the public who re¬ 
quests records or materials from the 
water Resources Council must provide 
a reasonably specific description of the 
records or materials sought so that such 
records or materials may be located with¬ 
out undue search or inquiry. 


(b) Requests for identifiable records 
or materials should be directed to the 
Director, Water Resources Council, Suite 
800, 2120 L Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20037. 

(c) Records or materials will be avail¬ 
able for inspection and copying in per¬ 
son during normal business hours or by 
mail. 

(d) Requests for records which origi¬ 
nate in or concern matters which origi¬ 
nate in another Department or agency 
may be forwarded to the Department or 
agency primarily concerned and the re¬ 
quester so notified. 

(e) Fees. (1) The Water Resources 
Council will, to the extent practicable en¬ 
courage the widest possible distribution 
of information by permitting requests for 
inspection or copies of records or ma¬ 
terials to be met without cost to the per¬ 
son making the request. 

(2) Fees will be charged in the case of 
requests which are determined to involve 
a burden on staff or facilities signifi¬ 
cantly in excess of that normally ac¬ 
cepted by the Council in handling 
routine requests for information. 

(3) In determining whether a fee will 
be charged, the Director will consider 
costs of identifying and locating records 
or materials as well as costs of copying 
and mailing. 

(4) In no event shall the fee for identi¬ 
fying and locating records or materials 
exceed $2.50 per half hour, nor shall the 
fee for copying exceed $0.25 per page. 

(5) The Council reserves the right to 
limit the number of copies of any docu¬ 
ment that will be provided to any one 
person. 

§ 701.203 Denial of a request for identi¬ 
fiable records or materialH. 

(a) A request to the Council for iden¬ 
tifiable records or materials may be 
denied by the Director only upon the 
basis of the exemptions listed in §701.- 
201(b). 

(b) The specific reasons for the denial 
shall be stated in writing and furnished 
to the person submitting the request. 

§ 701.20f River hn«in commissions and 
field committees. 

(a) River basin commissions estab¬ 
lished pursuant to Title II of the Water 
Resources Planning Act are encouraged 
to establish, pursuant to section 205(c) 
of that Act, procedures for public avail¬ 
ability of information that are consist¬ 
ent with 5 U.S.C. 552 and this Subpart. 

(b) Field committees will be governed 
by the procedures adopted by the lead 
Federal agency to implement 5 U.S.C. 
552, except that if the lead agency of a 
field committee is a non-Federal entity, 
the standards of this Subpart shall apply. 

tc) Requests for documents and in¬ 
formational materials may be made to 
the chairmen of the field committees and 
river basin commissions at the following 
addresses. 

(1) River Basin Commissions: 

Great Lakes Basin Commission, P.O. Box 999, 

Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106; 


New England River Basins Commission, 65 
Court Street, Boston. Massachusetts 02108; 
Ohio River Basin Commission, 36 East 4th 
Street, Suite 208-220. Cincinnati, Ohio 
45202; 

Pacific Northwest River Basins Commission, 
P.O. Box 908. Vancouver, Washington 
98660; 

Upper Mississippi River Basin Commission. 
Federal Office Building. Room 510, Port 
Bnelling, Twin Cities. Minnesota 55111; 
Missouri River Basin Commission. 10050 
Regency Circle. Suite 403, Omaha, Nebraska 
68114. 

(2) Field Committees: 

Arkansas-White-Red Inter-Agency Commit¬ 
tee. Room 4030, Federal Building, Albu¬ 
querque, New Mexico 87101; 

Pacific Southwest Inter-Agency Committee. 
630 Sansomc Street. Room 1216, San Fran¬ 
cisco, California 91111; 

Southeast Basins Inter-Agency Committee, 
402 Walton Building. Columbus, Georgia 
30303. 

(FR Doc.74-23871 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[ 10 CFR Parts 20, 30, 31, 32, 34, 40, 50, 
55, 70, 115, 150 ] 

PRESERVATION OF RECORDS 

Maintenance Requirements for Licensees 
and Applicants 

The Atomic Energy Commission has 
under consideration proposed amend¬ 
ments to its regulations in Parts 20, 30, 
31. 32, 34, 40, 50, 55, 70, 115, and 150. 
The Commission's regulations require 
license applicants and licensees to main¬ 
tain various types of records such as 
records of radiation surveys and expo¬ 
sures; records of receipt, transfer, and 
disposal of licensed materials; records of 
operator requalification programs; rec¬ 
ords of the results of physical inven¬ 
tories; and records of the results of tests 
on equipment and facilities. In most in¬ 
stances the regulations do not specify 
when an applicant or licensee may dis¬ 
pose of these records. 

The proposed amendments would 
prescribe specific retention periods for 
records required to be maintained by 
the regulations. In the majority of cases, 
the proponed amendments provide that 
an applicant or licensee may dispose of 
the records two years after the occur¬ 
rence of the recorded event. In those 
cases where it is necessary to maintain 
certain records for a longer period of 
time, the proposed amendments provide 
that such records shall be maintained 
indefinitely or until the Commission 
authorizes their disposal. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and section 553 of title 
5 of the United States Cede, notice is 
hereby given that adoption of the follow¬ 
ing amendments to 10 CFR Parts 20, 30, 
31, 32, 34, 40, 50, 55, 70. 115, and 150 is 
contemplated. All interested persons who 
desire to submit written comments or 
suggestions for consideration in connec¬ 
tion with the proposed rule should send 
them to the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion, United States Atomic Energy Com- 
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mission, Washington. D.C. 20545, Atten¬ 
tion: Docketing and Service Section by 
November 29,1974. 

PART 20—STANDARDS FOR PROTECTION 
AGAINST RADIATION 

1. The first sentence of § 20.102(c) (2) 
of 10 CFR Part 20 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 20.102 Determination of accumulated 
dose. 

• • • • • 

(C) • • * 

(2) The licensee shall retain and pre¬ 
serve records used in preparing Form 
AEC-4 indefinitely or until the Com¬ 
mission authorizes their disposition. • • • 

2. Section 20.401(c) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 20.401 Records of surveys, radiation 
monitoring, and disposal. 

♦ • • • • 

(c) (1) Records of individual exposure 
to radiation and to radioactive material 
which must be maintained pursuant to 
the provisions of paragraph (a) of this 
section and records of bioassays, includ¬ 
ing results of whole body counting ex¬ 
aminations, made pursuant to § 20.108 
shall be preserved indefinitely or until 
the Commission authorizes their dispo¬ 
sition. 

(2) Records of the results of surveys 
and monitoring which must be main¬ 
tained pursuant to paragraph (b) of this 
section shall be preserved for two years 
after completion of the survey except 
that the following records shall be 
maintained indefinitely or until the 
Commission authorizes their disposi¬ 
tion: (i) records of the results of 
surveys to determine compliance with 
§ 20.103(a) v/hich show that an in¬ 
dividual wa3 exposed to airborne 
radioactive material in an average 
concentration in excess of the limits 
specified in Appendix B, Table 1 of this 
part; (ii) in the absence of personnel 
monitoring data, records of the results of 
surveys to determine external radiation 
dose; and (iii) records of the results of 
surveys used to evaluate the release of 
radioactive effluents to the environment. 

(3) Records of disposal of licensed 
material made pursuant to H 20.302, 
20.303, or 20.304 shall be maintained in¬ 
definitely or until the Commission au¬ 
thorizes their disposition. 

(4) Records which must be main¬ 
tained pursuant to this part may be 
maintained in the form of microfilms. 

PART 30—RULES OF GENERAL APPLICA¬ 
BILITY TO LICENSING OF BYPRODUCT 

MATERIAL 

3. Section 30.51 of 10 CFR Part 30 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 30.51 Record*. 

(a) Each person who receives byprod¬ 
uct material pursuant to a license issued 
pursuant to the regulations in this part 
and Parts 31-36 shall keep records show¬ 
ing the receipt, transfer, export and 
disposal of such byproduct material. 

(b) Records which are required by the 
regulations in this part and Parts 31-36 


or by license condition shall be main¬ 
tained for the period specified by the 
appropriate regulation or license con¬ 
dition. If a retention period is not other¬ 
wise specified by regulation or license 
condition, such records shall be main¬ 
tained indefinitely or until the Commis¬ 
sion authorizes their disposition. 

(c) Records of receipt of byproduct 
material which must be maintained pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (a) of this section 
shall be maintained as long as the li¬ 
censee retains possession of the byprod¬ 
uct material and for two years following 
transfer, export, or disposal of the by¬ 
product material. Records of export of 
byproduct material shall be maintained 
for two years after such event. Records 
of transfer of byproduct material shall 
be maintained indefinitely or until the 
Commission authorizes their disposition. 
Records of disposal of byproduct mate¬ 
rial shall be maintained in accordance 
$ 20.401(c) of this chapter. 

4. Section 30.54 of Part 30 is amended 
by adding the following sentence at the 
end of paragraph (a): 

§ 30.54 Control and accounting proce¬ 
dures for tritium. 

(a) • • • The written material con¬ 
trol and accounting procedures shall be 
maintained as long as the licensee re¬ 
tains possession of the tritium and for 
two years following transfer or export of 
tho tritium. 

• • • • • 

PART 31—GENERAL LICENSES FOR 
BYPRODUCT MATERIAL 

§ 31.5 [Amended] 

5. Section 31.5 of 10 CFR Part 31 is 
amended by changing the semicolon at 
the end of paragraph (d) (5) to a comma 
and adding the following words: “for a 
period of two years after completion of 
the test;”. 

PART 32—SPECIFIC LICENSES TO MANU¬ 
FACTURE, DISTRIBUTE IMPORT EX¬ 
EMPTED AND GENERALLY LICENSED 
ITEMS CONTAINING BYPRODUCT MA¬ 
TERIAL 

6. Section 32.20 of 10 CFR Part 32 is 
amended by revising the first sentence 
to read as follows: 

§ 32.20 Same: record* and material 
transfer reports. 

Each person licensed under S 32.18 
shall maintain records of transfer of 
material for a period of two years after 
such transfer, identifying, by name and 
address, each person to whom byproduct 
material is transferred for use under 
§ 30.18 of this chapter or the equivalent 
regulations of an Agreement State, and 
stating the kinds and quantities of by¬ 
product material transferred. • * * 

PART 34—LICENSES FOR RADIOGRAPHY 
AND RADIATION SAFETY REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS FOR RADIOGRAPHIC OPERA¬ 
TIONS 

7. Section 34.24 of 10 CFR Part 34 is 
amended by revising the second sentence 
to read as follows: 


§ 34.24 Radiation survey instrument*. 

• • • Each radiation survey instrument 
shall be calibrated at intervals not to ex¬ 
ceed three (3) months and after each in¬ 
strument servicing and a record shall be 
maintained of the results of each instru¬ 
ment calibration and date thereof for two 
years after the date of calibration. • * • 

8. Paragraph (c) of 5 34.25 is amended 
by revising the last sentence to read as 
follows: 

§ 34.25 Leak testing, repair, tagging, 
opening, modification and replace, 
ment of Mealed nourcc*. 

• • • * * 

(c) • • * Records of le3k test results 
shall be kept in units of microcuries and 
maintained for inspection by the Com¬ 
mission for two years after completion of 
the test. 

• • • * ♦ 

9. Section 34.26 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 34.26 Quarterly inventory. 

Each licensee shall conduct a quarterly 
physical inventory to account for all 
sealed sources received and possessed 
under his license. The records of the in¬ 
ventories shall be maintained for two 
years from date of the inventory for in¬ 
spection by the Commission, and shall 
include the quantities and kinds of by¬ 
product material, location of sealed 
sources, and the date of the inventory. 

10. Section 34.27 is amended by revis¬ 
ing the prefatory language to read as 
follows: 

§ 34.27 Utilization log*. 

Each licensee shall maintain current 
logs, which shall be kept available for 
two years from date of the recorded 
event for inspection by the Commission 
at the address specified in the license, 
showing for each sealed source the fol¬ 
lowing information: 

• • • 0 * 

11. Paragraph (b) of § 34.33 is 
amended by revising the last sentence to 
read as follows: 

§ 34.33 Personnel monitoring control. 

• • » • • 

(b) • • ♦ The film badge reports re¬ 
ceived from the film badge processor and 
records of pocket dosimeter and pocket 
chamber readings shall be maintained, 
for inspection by the Commission, indef¬ 
initely or until the Commission author¬ 
izes their disposition. 

12. Paragraph (d) of § 34.43 is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 34.43 Radiation survey* and survey 
records. 

f • » < * 

(d) Records shall be kept of the sur¬ 
veys required by paragraph (c) of this 
section and maintained for inspection 
by the Commission. Such records shall be 
maintained for two years after c 0111 ^ 
tion of the survey. If the survey was used 
to determine an individual's exposure, 
however, the records of the survey -hall 
be maintained indefinitely or until the 
Commission authorizes their disposition. 
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PART 40—LICENSING OF SOURCE 
MATERIAL 

13. Section 40.61 of 10 CFR Part 40 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 40.61 Records. 

(a) Each person who receives source 
material pursuant to a license issued pur¬ 
suant to the regulations in this part shall 
keep records showing the receipt, trans¬ 
fer, export and disposal of such source 
material. 

(b) Records which are required by the 
regulations in this part or by license con¬ 
dition shall be maintained for the period 
specified by the appropriate regulation 
or license condition. If a retention period 
is not otherwise specified by regulation 
or license condition, such records ihall be 
maintained indefinitely, or until the 
Commission authorizes their disposition. 

(c) (1) Records of receipt of source 
material which must be maintained pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (a) of this section 
shall be maintained as long as the li¬ 
censee retains possession of the source 
material and for two years following 
transfer, export, or disposition of the 
source material. (2) Records of export 
of source material shall be maintained 
for two years after such event. (3) Rec¬ 
ords of transfer of source material shall 
be maintained indefinitely or until the 
Commission authorizes their disposition. 

(4) Records of disposal of source ma¬ 
terial shall be maintained in accordance 
with 5 20.401(c) of this chapter. 

PART 50—LICENSING OF PRODUCTION 
AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES 

14. Paragraph (p) of § 50.54 is 
amended by revising the last sentence 
to read as follows: 

§ 50.54 Condition}* of licenses. 

• • * • * 

(р) • • • The licensee shall main¬ 
tain records of changes to the plan made 
without prior Commission approval, for 
a period of two years from date of the 
change, and shall furnish to the Com¬ 
mission a report containing a description 
of each change within two months after 
the change is made. 

15. Section 50.59 is amended by adding 
the following sentence at the end of par¬ 
agraph (b): 

§ 50.59 Change*, tests and experiments. 

• • • • • 

(b) • • • The records of changes in 
the facility and of changes in procedures 
and records of tests and experiments 
shall be maintained for the lifetime of 
the facility. 

16. In § 50.71 of 10 CFR Part 50, a new 

paragraph (c) is added to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 50.71 Maintenance of records, making 
of reports. 

• • • * * 

(с) Records which are required by the 
regulations in this part, by license con¬ 


dition, or by technical specification, shall 
be maintained for the period specified 
by the appropriate regulation, license 
condition, or technical specification. If 
a retention period is not otherwise spec¬ 
ified, such records shall be maintained 
until the Commission authorizes their 
disposition. 

17. Appendix B of Part 50 is amended 
by revising the fourth sentence of sec¬ 
tion vn to read as follows: 

This documentary evidence shall be retained 
at the miclear powerplant or fuel reproces¬ 
sing plant site for the lifetime of the facility 
and shall be sufficient to identify the specific 
requirements, such as codes, standards, or 
specifications, met by the purchased material 
and equipment. 

18. Appendix B of Part 50 is amended 
by adding the following sentence at the 
end of section XVII: 

The quality assurance records 6hall be 
maintained for the lifetime of the faculty. 

PART 55—OPERATORS* LICENSES 

19. Appendix A of 10 CFR Part 55 is 
amended by revising the first sentence 
of paragraph 5 to read as follows: 

Requallfication Program Requirements. 

6. Records. Records of the requallfication 
program shall be maintained for a period of 
two years from date of the recorded event to 
document each licensed operator’s and 
senior operator’s participation in the re¬ 
quallfication program. • * • 

PART 70—SPECIAL NUCLEAR MATERIAL 

20. Section 70.32 is amended by revis¬ 
ing the prefatory language of the last 
sentence of paragraph (c) and revising 
the last sentence of paragraph <e) to 
read as follows: 

§ 70.32 Conditions of licenses. 

♦ • • • • 

( C ) • • • The licensee shall maintain 
records of changes to the material con¬ 
trol and accounting program made with¬ 
out prior Commission approval, for a pe¬ 
riod of two years from date of the 
change, and shall furnish to the Com¬ 
mission a report containing a descrip¬ 
tion of each change within: • • • 

• • • • • 

(e) • • • The licensee shall maintain 
records of changes to the plan made 
without prior Commission approval, for 
a period of two years from date of the 
change, and shall furnish to the Commis¬ 
sion a report containing a description of 
each change within two months after 
the change is made. 

• « • • * • 

21. Paragraph <b) of § 70.51 of 10 CFR 
Part 70 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 70.51 Material balance, inventory, and 
records requirements. 

• • • m m 

(b) (1) Each licensee shall keep rec¬ 
ords showing the receipt, inventory (in¬ 


cluding location), disposal, acquisition, 
import, export, and transfer of all spe¬ 
cial nuclear material in his possession re¬ 
gardless of its origin or method of 
acquisition. 

(2) Records which are required by the 
regulations in this part or by license con¬ 
dition shall be maintained for the period 
specified by the appropriate regulation 
or license condition. If a retention period 
is not otherwise specified by regulation 
or license condition, such records shall 
be maintained indefinitely or until the 
Commission authorizes their disposition. 

(3) Records of receipt, acquisition, in¬ 
ventory, or import of special nuclear ma¬ 
terial which must be maintained pursu¬ 
ant to paragraph (b)(1) of this section 
shall be maintained as long as the li¬ 
censee retains possession of the material 
and for two years following transfer or 
export of such material. 

(4) Records of export of special nu¬ 
clear material shall be maintained for 
two years after such event. 

(5) Records of transfer of special nu¬ 
clear material shall be maintained in¬ 
definitely or until the Commission au¬ 
thorizes their disposition. 

(6) Records of disposal of special nu¬ 
clear material shall be maintained in 
accordance with 5 20.401(c) of this 
chapter. 

PART 115—PROCEDURES FOR REVIEW OF 

CERTAIN NUCLEAR REACTORS EX¬ 
EMPTED FROM LICENSING REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS 

22. Section 115.47 is amended by add¬ 
ing the following sentences at the end 
of paragraph (b): 

§115.47 Changes, tests, and experi¬ 
ments. 

♦ + • • • 

(b) • • • The records of changes in 
the facility and of changes in procedures 
and records of tests and experiments 
shall be maintained for the lifetime of 
the facility. 

23. Section 115.51 of 10 CFR Part 115 
is amended by designating the existing 
language as paragraph (a) and by add¬ 
ing a new paragraph (b) to read as 
follows: 

§ 115.51 Maintenance of records, mak¬ 
ing of reporls. 

• # • ♦ • 

(b) Records which are required by the 
regulations in this part, by condition of 
the authorization, or by technical spec¬ 
ification, shall be maintained for the pe¬ 
riod specified by the appropriate regu¬ 
lation, condition of the authorization, or 
technical specification. If a retention pe¬ 
riod is not otherwise specified, such rec¬ 
ords shall be maintained until the Com¬ 
mission authorizes their disposition. 

PART 150—EXEMPTIONS AND CONTIN¬ 
UED REGULATORY AUTHORITY IN 

AGREEMENT STATES UNDER SECTION 

274 

24. Section 150.18 of 10 CFR Part 150 
is amended by adding the following sen¬ 
tence at the end of paragraph (a): 
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§ 150.18 Control mul accounting proce¬ 
dure* lor tritium. 

(a) • • ♦ The written material con¬ 
trol and accounting procedures shall be 
maintained as long as the licensee of the 
Agreement State retains possession of 
the tritium and for two years following 
transfer or export of the tritium. 

• • • • • 


(Sec. 161, Pub. Law 83-703. 68 Stat. 048 (42 
UJS.C. 2201)) 

Dated at Germantown, Md. this 9th 
day of October 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Gordon M. Grant, 

Acting Secretary 
of the Commission. 

(FR Doc.74—24034 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 amj 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[75-ARD-l] 

VHF AIR-GROUND COMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEM 

Proposed U.S. National Aviation Standard 

The Federal Aviation Administration is 
considering establishing a U.S. National 
Aviation Standard for the VHF Air- 
Ground Communications System (At¬ 
tachment 1). The proposed Standard de¬ 
fines the VHF Air-Ground Communica¬ 
tions System and the performance re¬ 
quired of its components to the extent 
necessary to satisfy overall operational 
use requirements and provide compati¬ 
bility between components of the system. 

Developed with the aid of Radio Tech¬ 
nical Commission for Aeronautics, the 
proposed Standard delineates technical 
requirements for VHF Communications 
equipment operating in the VHF Aero¬ 
nautical Mobile Band (118.0-136.0 MHz) 
utilizing channel spacing of both 25 kHz 
and 50 kHz. 

The new requirement for 25 kHz chan¬ 
nel spacing was stated in FR Doc. 73- 
11127, “Notice of Policy Decision Regard¬ 
ing Air Traffic Control Radio Frequency 
Assignment/’ In that policy determina¬ 
tion. it was stated that it is the intention 
of FAA to proceed with implementation 
of 25 kHz spaced channels in high alti¬ 
tude en route sectors commencing in 
January 1977. Further phases of imple¬ 
mentation will depend upon a full study 
of communications requirements. This 
study is expected to be completed prior 
to June 30.1975. 

The proposed standard conforms to 
transmitter frequency tolerance require¬ 
ments as adopted on October 3. 1973, in 
FCC Docket No. 19647. U.S. National 
Standards are defined in Advisory Cir¬ 
cular 00-26 dated January 22,1969: “U.S. 
National Aviation Standards” are system 
standards embodying descriptions of sys¬ 
tem characteristics. They are issued by 
the Administrator of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Adminitration, Department of 
Transportation. They describe the per¬ 
formance characteristics, (the technical 
parameters, tolerances and techniques) 
of major elements of the system to the 
extent required to insure proper opera- 
«onand compatibility between elements 

uk Natlonal Airspace System (NAS). 

While not in themselves regulatory, 
u.s. National Aviation Standards may 
serve as the basis for subsequent rule- 
making actions. In accordance with the 
*aa consultative planning process and 
as a matter of policy, a notice of pro¬ 


posed selection is issued in those in¬ 
stances where invitation of public com¬ 
ments are considered to be in the public 
interest. Such notice is not a notice of 
proposed rulemaking or other rulemak¬ 
ing action. With reference to any subse¬ 
quent rulemaking action, the rulemaking 
procedures provide the opportunity for 
separate public comment on the proposed 
rulemaking. 

Full consideration to all public com¬ 
ments will be given prior to adoption of 
a U.S. National Aviation Standard for 
the VHF Air-Ground Communications 
System. The FAA recognizes that cer¬ 
tain existing airborne components of the 
system do not fully conform to the 
standard. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit comments on the proposed U.S. Na¬ 
tional Standard. Communications should 
identify the notice number and be sub¬ 
mitted in duplicate to: Director, Sys¬ 
tems Research and Development Serv¬ 
ice, Attention: ARD-50, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Department of Trans¬ 
portation, 2100 Second Street, SW., 
Trans Point Building, Room 1114, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20590, on or before Decem¬ 
ber 16, 1974. All comments submitted 
will be available for examination at the 
Trans Point Building, Room 1114, be¬ 
fore and after the closing date for com¬ 
ments. 

The remainder of the proposed notice 
and the embodied U.S. National Aviation 
Standard for the VHF Air-Ground Com¬ 
munications System is as follows: 

(1) Purpose. This notice proposes the 
establishment of the VHF Air-Ground 
Communications System Standard (At¬ 
tachment 1) which defines the per¬ 
formance required of the system and its 
components in both a 25 kHz and 50 
kHz channel environment. The Standard 
is applicable to all FAA aeronautical 
land stations and FAA aircraft stations 
authorized after June 30, 1975. 

(2) Requirement. The VHF Air- 
Ground Communications System is the 
primary voice communication system 
used for air traffic control, and air- 
ground communications. Achievement of 
air-ground communications perform¬ 
ance commensurate with the overall use 
requirements necessitates definition of 
the functional and performance charac¬ 
teristics required of the system and its 
components. 

(3) Selection decision. The proposed 
U.S. National Aviation Standard (At¬ 
tachment 1) for the VHF Air-Ground 
Communications System referenced in 
paragraph 4 of this notice is responsive 
to the requirement stated in paragraph 
2 hereof and is hereby established pursu¬ 


ant to section 312(c) of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act. 

(4) Description. The proposed Stand¬ 
ard (Attachment 1) defines those func¬ 
tional and operational characteristics of 
the VHF Air-Ground Communications 
System and its components which are re¬ 
quired to satisfy overall operational use 
requirements and to provide compatibil¬ 
ity between components of the system. 
For ground components, the Standard 
identifies the functional, signal, and per¬ 
formance characteristics provided and 
with which all airborne components 
must operate as specified. For airborne 
components, the standard identifies sig¬ 
nal characteristics where applicable, and 
functional and performance character¬ 
istics which are necessary to satisfy sys¬ 
tem use requirements and to prevent im¬ 
pairment of services to other users of the 
airspace. 

(5> Implementation criteria. The pro¬ 
posed Standard (Attachment 1) applies 
to all ground and airborne components 
of the system with the exception of 
Emergency Locator Transmitter systems. 

(6) Directed action. The proposed 
Standard .(Attachment 1) will be used 
by elements of the FAA to define the 
VHF Air-Ground Communications Sys¬ 
tem and to identify the functional and 
performance characteristics required of 
the system and its components. Subject 
to applicable rulemaking, programming, 
and budgetary procedures, action shall 
be taken, by the FAA elements con¬ 
cerned, to implement the proposed stand¬ 
ard in accordance with the foregoing 
implementation criteria or such modifi¬ 
cations thereof as may be hereafter ap¬ 
proved by or on behalf of the FAA. 

Tliis notice is issued under sections 
307(b) and 312(c) of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(b) and 
1353(c).) 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Au¬ 
gust 22.1974. 

Spencer S. Hunn. 

Director , Systems Research 
and Development Service, ARD-1. 

U.S. National Aviation Standard por the 
VHF Air-Ground Communications System 

1.0 General. 

Under Public Law 85-726, the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration (FAA) is charged with 
providing for the regulation and promotion 
of civil aviation in such a manner as to best 
foster its development and safety, and to 
provide for the safe and efficient use of the 
airspace by both civil and military aircraft, 
and for other purposes. Explicitly, the Ad¬ 
ministrator shall develop, modify, test and 
evaluate systems, procedures, facilities and 
devices, as well as define the performance 
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characteristics thereof, to meet the needs for 
safe and efficient navigation and traffic con¬ 
trol of all civil and military aviation operat¬ 
ing in the Common Civil/Military System of 
Air Navigation and Traffic Control. 

1.1 The VHP Air-Ground Communications 
Function. 

Pursuant to 1, this standard defines the 
Very High Frequency (VHF) Alr-Gfound 
Communications System used in the United 
States for ground-to-air and air-to-ground 
communications between the FAA and all 
aircraft participating In the Common Civil/ 
Military Air Traffic Control (ATC) System. 
Military aircraft partlclp ting in the civil 
ATC system may employ a similar communi¬ 
cations system operating to the Ultra High 
Frequency (IJHF) band (226 to 400 MHz), the 
characteristics of which are net Included In 
this Standard. 

The air-ground VHF communications sys¬ 
tem is also employed for non-ATC aeronauti¬ 
cal functions by general aviation and the air¬ 
line industry. These users employ identical 
airborne VHF components for both ATC and 
these other functions. As part of the defini¬ 
tion of requested system characteristics for 
ATC communications, this Standard sets 
forth a number of requirements and con¬ 
straints on tbe airborne components of the 
system which may not be abrogated by the 
demands oT these other functions. Thus, to 
the extent required to prevent derogation or 
the ATC communications s:rvice, this Stand¬ 
ard constrains the design end use of air¬ 
borne VHF communications system com¬ 
ponents for all air-ground-air communica¬ 
tions for which it Is employed. 

For the ground components of the ATC 
communications system, this .Standard de¬ 
fines the functional, signal in space and per¬ 
formance characteristics required to meet 
system operational use requirements and 
with which the airborne components of the 
system must interface and operate as speci¬ 
fied. The standards related to the airborne 
components define the signal In space char¬ 
acteristics, system interfaces and functional 
and performance characteristics required to 
ensure compatibility with the ground ATC 
communications components. 

It Is recognized that certain existing sys¬ 
tem components both ground and airborne 
will not Initially comply with all technical 
requirements of this Standard. Since the use 
of such components may adversely affect the 
operational effectiveness of the VHF com¬ 
munications system, it Is expected that they 
will either be properly upgraded or removed 
from service as required by the Federal Com¬ 
munications Commission (FCC) for non¬ 
government users and by the Office of Tele¬ 
communications Policy (OTP) for govern¬ 
ment users. 

1.2 Revisions. 

This Standard will be revised as the needs 
of the National Airspace System demand. 

1.3 VHF Air-Ground Communications Sys- 
ter Description 

The VHF air-ground communications sys¬ 
tem is segmented into ground and airborne 
components. This document standardizes the 
system components to the extent necessary 
to insure reliable and efficient utilization of 
the system resources as they support the ATC 
communications function. As shown in Fig¬ 
ure 1. the total information path Is defined 
to include terminal equipment at both the 
input and output ends which transform the 
information Into a farm suitable for trans¬ 
mission over the information transfer chan¬ 
nel, otherwise identified herein as the VHF 
Air-Ground Communications System. This 
Standard defines the system interfaces in 
suitable electronic parameters as well as the 
signal in space to the extent necessary to 
insure proper system performance. It does 


not define, describe, nor constrain the ter¬ 
minal equipment which may be required at 
each system node to utilize the channel capa¬ 
bilities. Thus, the overall information path 
will include equipment outside of the scope 
of this Standard such as sound transducers 
(microphones, speakers, etc.), data trans¬ 
ducers (keyboards, displays, etc.), or such 
other devices as may be applied by present 
or future communication needs. This equip¬ 
ment must also be compatible with the capa¬ 
bilities and limitations of the Information 
transfer channel (i.e., VHF Air-Ground Com¬ 
munications System) as standardized herein. 

For the purposes of Air-Ground Commu¬ 
nications. the initial system information 
medium is voice. It is recognized, however, 
that future growth of the National Airspace 
System may require use of other techniques 
of information exchange to more effectively 
utilize the VHF System, the National Airspace 
and/or the allocated human resources (both 
air and ground ). 

In view of this, the document is prestruc¬ 
tured such that it may eventually contain 
technical standards for both voice and data. 
As initially released, however. It provides in¬ 
formation only In the applicable voice sec¬ 
tions. 

The system components and the electro¬ 
magnetic spectrum allocated to its utiliza¬ 
tion con3ltitute a communication system 
which is accessed by virtue of preassigned RF 
channels allocated in relation to fixed ground 
facilities. Each channel Is time shared by the 
ground and various user aircraft. 

The spacing of the RF channels within the 
allocated spectrum is a critical system param¬ 
eter. Present use of the VHF system for 
ATC Communications is based on 50 kHz 
channel separation; however, because of in¬ 
creasing communication demands and the 
nonavailability of additional VHF spectrum, 
a reduced channel separation of 25 kHz will 
become necessary. Technical standards are 
therefore provided herein for both 50 kHz and 
25 kHz channel spacing. Separate FAA reg¬ 
ulations will specify the applicability of these 
standards. 

1.3.1 Principal system components. 

1J8.1.1 Ground components. 

The principal ground components Include 


the complete transmission and reception fa¬ 
cilities which are comprised of baseband sig¬ 
nal conditioning equipment. Interfacility 
communication links, modulators, demodula¬ 
tors, antennas and any other such facilities 
or equipment which may be utilized between 
the baseband signal at the point where it is 
converted to/from baseband and the RF sig¬ 
nal in space. It ia not the purpose of this 
Standard to define or constrain the physical 
arrangement of these components, even by 
implication. 

1.3.1.2 Airborne components. 

The principal airborne components Include 
the complete transmission and reception fa¬ 
cilities which are comprised of baseband sig¬ 
nal conditioning equipment, interconnecting 
facilities within the aircraft, modulators, de¬ 
modulators, antennas and any other such 
facilities or equipment which may be utilized 
between the baseband signal at the point 
where It is converted to/from baseband and 
the RF signal in space. It is not the purpose 
of this Standard to define or constrain tbe 
physical arrangement of these components, 
even by implication. 

1.4 Operational requirements. 

1.4.1 Compatibility. 

Compatibility between components of the 
air/ground communications system is neces¬ 
sary to satisfy system user requirements and 
to prevent impairment of service to other 
users of the communications system. Air¬ 
borne components must provide an accept¬ 
able interface with the ground, .enroute. ter¬ 
minal. and flight service communications 
equipment. 

1.4.2 System coverage. 

Service will be provided from tbe mini¬ 
mum reception altitude established for a 
locality to the maximum service altitude and 
service radius applicable to the ATC func¬ 
tion performed. The floor of a high altitude 
enroute sector will correspond to the ceil lag 
of the low altitude enroute sectors it over¬ 
lies. As a rule, sector boundaries are tailored 
to provide the most efficient and expeditious 
flow of air traffic consistent with safety. 
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Definitions Applicable to Figure 1 

Information transfer channel. That por¬ 
tion of the VHP communications system 
linked by radio propagation. 

Input. The base band Interface point at 
the transmitting terminal. 

Output. The baseband Interface point at 
tho receiving terminal. 

Terminal equipment. That equipment 
utilized outside of the VHP communication 
system to convert input Information to a 
form suitable for transmission over the VHF 
communication system and converting the 
output at the receiving terminal to the de¬ 
sired Information form. The interfaces with 
the VHF communication system are at 
baseband. 

2.0 System Chara c t e r ist ics. 

The characteristics of the air-ground VHF 
communications system used in the National 
Aeronautical Mobile Service shall be in con¬ 
formance with the following: 

2.1 Radio Frequencies. 

2.1.1. The VHF Aeronautical Mobile band 
extends from U7.975 to 136.000 MHz. The 
minimum separation between assignable fre¬ 
quencies (channel spacing) is 25 kHz. Dur¬ 
ing the initial period of application of this 
Standard, however the minimum separation 
employed will be 50 kHz. 

22 Types of Emission. 

Voice Communications emissions shall be 
amplitude modulated with emission desig¬ 
nator of 6A3. Digital data link emissions may 
be standardized at a future date. 

2.3 Polarization. 

2.3.1. The design polarization of emissions 
from airborne transmitters shall be vertical. 

23.2. The design polarization of emissions 
from FAA ground facilities shall provide for 
both horizontal and vertical components of 
field intensity, or only the vertical com¬ 
ponent of field intensity on a where-required 
basis. Where both the horizontal and verti¬ 
cal components are utilized the maximum 
ratio between the average amplitudes of 
these components shall be ±3db at each ver¬ 
tical angle of elevation from zero to 20* 
above the horizontal plane. For calculation 
purposes only the vertical component of 
emissions shall be considered. 

2.4 Frequence Assignment Considerations 

2.4.1 Radio-Frequency Interference Protec¬ 
tion. 

Protection against interference from un¬ 
desired signals on the same or adjacent chan¬ 
cels Is provided by geographical separation 
of ground station assignments or of sec¬ 
tors having such assignments. Frequencies 
•hall be assigned so that there Is a 95 per¬ 
cent probability that the strength of a de¬ 
sired ground-to-air voice signal will be suf¬ 
ficient In relation to the strength of any un¬ 
desired signal from airborne or ground ter¬ 
minals operating on the same or an adjacent 
channel as to ensure an ATC message in¬ 
telligibility of 95 percent at the output of an 
aircraft receiver built to the standard out¬ 
lines herein, at any point in the ATC service 
volume. 

3.0 Technical Characteristics 

4 * Tbe 5tandards stated herein shall apply to 
the VHF Air-Ground Communications system 
and each of its components under all ex¬ 
tremes and combinations of conditions which 
may exist in the environment. 

3.1 Ground Standards 

^•1 Voice Co mmnni^ ti nn* —General. 


3.1.1.1 Service. 

Service provided to airborne terminals shall 
be no less than that necessary to assure com¬ 
munications within the defined operational 
coverage of the facility. 

3.1.1.2 Frequency tolerance. 

The frequency tolerance stated in this 
Standard includes the tqtal variation from 
the assigned frequency permitted for all 
causes during the operation of the terminal. 

3.1.1.2.1 50 kHz Channel separation. 

The frequency tolerance of all ground 
equipment shall be ±20 parts per million 
(.002 percent) for transmitters and ±50 parts 
per million (0.005 percent) for receivers. 

note: The use of a frequency tolerance of 
up to ±60 parts per million (0.005 percent) 
is permitted for ground transmitters where 
authorized by the applicable OTP or FCC 
regulations. 

3.1.133 25 kHz Channel separation. 

The frequency tolerance of all ground 
equipment shall be ±20 parts per million 
(0.002 percent) transmitter and receiver. 

3.1.13 Turn around time. 

3.1.13.1 Transmit time. 

When the key Is activated, the transmit 
power output shall rise to 90 percent of the 
steady state value within 250 ms. 

3.1.133 Receive time. 

When the transmitter producing rated 
power output is deactivated, the receiver 
shall produce a baseband output within 3 
dB of the steady state values within 250 ms. 
The range of received signal levels shall he as 
specified in paragraph 3.13.1. 

3.13 Transmission characteristics. 

3.1.2.1 Effective radiated power (ERP). 
The minimum effective radiated power 

shall be that necessary to produce an avail¬ 
able received carrier power (Per) 1 incident to 
the antenna of at least —87 dBm at tch edge 
of the specified service volume. 

3.133 Distortion. 

The baseband signal shall modulate the 
carrier such that total distortion of the 
radiated signal does not exceed 10 percent. 

3.13.3 Frequency response. 

The transmitting system shall provide a 
modulated baseband output response within 
±3 dB from 300 to 2,500 Hz at baseband when 
referred to the response of 1,000 Hz. The 
response below 300 Hz and above 2,500 Hz 
shall decrease continuously. A maximum of 
260 Hz of the 300 to 2,500 Hz may be used 
for in-band keying within the ground com¬ 
plex as long as the key tone is not 
transmitted. 

3.13.4 Spurious radio frequency emissions. 
The level of spurious RF emissions shall 

comply with applicable Office of Telecom¬ 
munications Policy (OTP) and Federal Com¬ 
munications (FCC) regulations. 

3.13.5 Occupied bandwidth. 

Under all modulation conditions 99 per¬ 
cent of the transmitted power output shall 
fall within ±73 kHz of the assigned carrier 
frequency. 

1 The term “available received carrier 
power <P„) M as used herein is defined as 
the carrier power available at the terminals 
of a lossless isotropic antenna having a 60- 
ohm radiation resistance assuming a 3 dB 
RF transmission line loss between the an¬ 
tenna terminals and the receiver Input 
terminals. 


3.13.6 Modulation capability. 

The transmitter shall be capable of being 
amplitude modulated. In addition, the trans¬ 
mitter shall have provision to maintain the 
peak modulation level between 80 percent 
and 100 percent under normal voice input 
signal conditions. 

3.13.7 Noise level. 

3.13.7.1 Random noise. 

The amplitude of random noise output In 
a 3 kHz bandwidth relative to an 80 percent 
modulated carrier shall be down 80 dB ±150 
kHz from the carrier frequency and over 
the band 25 mHz to 2 gHz. 

3.13.73 Noise level. 

The demodulated noise on the transmitter 
output shall be at least 35 dB below the 
demodulated baseband signal output. 

3.1.3 Receive characteristics. 

3.1.3.1 Sensitivity and quieting. 

The receiving system shall exhibit the 
minimum 8-fN/N values at the rated output 
level within available received carrier power 
and modulation levels as shown in the 
following table: 


Available received carrier 

Percent 

Minimum 

jwwer 

modulation 

8+N 

N 

-96 to -76 dBm. 

30 

10 dB. 

-76 to -10 dBm. 

30 

25 dB. 


3.1.33 Distortion. 

The total harmonic distortion shall not ex¬ 
ceed 10 percent over the design baseband fre¬ 
quency range. 

3.1.3.3 Audio frequency response. 

The variation in receiving system audio 
frequency response shall not exceed 6 dB 
over the frequency range of 300 to 2,500 Hz. 
Below 300 Hz and above 2,500 Hz, the response 
shall decrease continuously. 

3.1.3.4. 8purious responses. 

3.13.4.1 Spurious and image responses. 

The response of the receiving system to 

undesired signals shall be 80 dB down from 
the response to a desired signal which pro¬ 
duces a 10 dB 8-fN/N output signal, for all 
signals equal to or greater than ±150 kHz 
from the channel frequency. 

3.1.3.5 Effective acceptance bandwidth. 

The receiving function shall provide an 
adequate and Intelligible audio output when 
a signal 6 dB greater in amplitude than the 
minimum required in paragraph 3.13.1. to 
produce a 10 dB S fN/N ratio has a carrier 
frequency removed from the assigned fre¬ 
quency by the tolerances specified in: 

(a) Paragraph 33.13.1 for 50 kHz channel¬ 
spaced environments, or 
(b) Paragraph 33.1.23 lor 25 kHz channel¬ 
spaced environments. 

8.13.6 Effective adjacent channel rejection. 
The receiving function shall ensure an ef¬ 
fective adjacent channel rejection as follows: 
lows: 

(a) 50 kHz channel-spaced environment: 
greater than 60 dB at ±60 kHz with respect 
to the assigned frequency. 

(b) 25 kHz channel-spaced environment: 
greater than 60 dB at 26± kHz with respect 
to the assigned frequency. 

9.13.7 AGC characteristics. 

3.13.7.1 AGC range. 

The variation in receiving system base¬ 
band output level shall not exceed 3 dB when 
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the available received carrier pcwer Is varied 
between —90 dBm and —10 dBm* 

3.1.3.7.2 AGC transient response. 

The receiving system shall stabilize within 
60 ms alter the application of a modulated 
carrier Input. 

3.1.4 Non-voice communications—general. 

At such time that digital or other commu¬ 
nication signals are standardized for opera¬ 
tional employment In connection with FAA 
VHP air-ground communications, such 
standards shall be adced in this subsection 
as they relate to the ground equipment. 

3.2 Airborne Standards. 

3.2.1 Voice communications—general. 

3.2.1.1 Total performance Is stated for the 
complete airborne terminal excluding 
Audio Transducers. 

3.2.1.2 Frequency tolerance. 

3.2.1.2.1 50 kHz channel separation. 

The transmitter and receiver frequency 
shall be within ±30 parts per million (0.003 
percent) of the assigned frequency of each 
channel on which the transmitter Is capa¬ 
ble of operating. 

Note: The use of a frequency tolerance of 
±50 parts per million (0.005 percent) is per¬ 
mitted for airborne transmitters where au¬ 
thorized by the applicable OTP or FCC reg¬ 
ulations. 

3.2.1.2.2 25 kHz channel separation. 

The transmitter and receiver frequency 
shall be within ±30 parts per million (0.003) 
of the assigned frequency of each channel 
on which the transmitter Is capable of 
operating. 

3.2.1.3 Availability. 

Airborne Byetem availability must be con¬ 
sistent with NAS goals to permit optimum 
use of the airspace and facilitate ATC pro¬ 
cedures. 

3:2.1.4 Turn around time. 

3.2.1.4.1 Transmit time. 

When the key line Is activated, the trans¬ 
mitted power output shall rise to 90 per¬ 
cent of the steady state value within 250 ms. 

3.2.1.4.2 Receive time. 

When the transmitter producing rated 
power output la deactivated the receiver 
shall produce a baseband output within 3 
dB of the steady state value within 250 ms. 
The range of received signal levels shall be 
as specified In paragraph 3.2.3.1, 

3.2.2 Transmission characteristics. 

3.2.2.1 Effective radiated power. 

The minimum effective radiated power 
shall be that necessary to provide an avail¬ 
able received carrier power (Per) of at 
least —96 dBm at a given ground facility 
when the aircraft Is at the maximum range 
at which communication with that facility 
Is desired. 

3.2.2.2 Distortion. 

The baseband signal shall modulate the 
carrier such that the total distortion of the 
radiated signal does not exceed 16 percent 

3.2.2.3 Frequency response. 

Between the baseband frequencies of 300 
to 2.500 Hz, the modulation level shall not 
vary more than ±3 dB from the levol at 
1,000 Hz. The response below 300 Hz and 
above 2,500 Hz shall decrease continuously. 

3.2.2.4 Spurious radio frequency emissions. 


3.2.2.4.1 Residual radiation. 

With all sources of primary power con¬ 
nected to the transmitter, and the key switch 
in the '‘open” position, the RP power output 
of the transmitter at the carrier frequency 
shall not exceed .02X10 1 * watts. 

Transmitters capable of multichannel op¬ 
eration shall not radiate during channel 
switching. 

3.2.2.4.2 Spurious outputs. 

The level of spurious RF emissions shall 
comply with applicable Office of Telecom¬ 
munications Policy (OTP) and Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) regu¬ 
lations. 

3.2.2.6 Occupied bandwidth. 

Under all modulation conditions 99 per¬ 
cent of the transmitted power output shall 
fall within ±12.5 kHz of the assigned carrier 
frequency. 

3.2.2.6 Modulation capability. 

The transmitter shall be capable of being 
amplitude modulated. In addition, the 
transmitter shall have provision to main¬ 
tain the peak modulation of level between 
80 percent and 100 percent under normal 
voice Input signal conditions. 

3.2.2.7 Noise level. 

The demodulated noise on the transmitter 
output shall be at least 35 dB below the 
demodulated baseband signal output. 

3.2.3 Receive characteristics. 

3.2.3.1 Sensitivity and quieting. 

The receiving system shall exhibit the 
minimum S-f N/N values at the rated output 
level with available received carrier power 
and modulation level as shown in the fol¬ 
lowing table: 




Minimum 

Available received carrier 

Fcrcent 

8-fN 

power 

modulation 

N 

-96 to -70 dBm. 

30 

6 dB. 

—70 to -10 dBm. 

30 

25 dB. 


3.23.2 Distortion. 

The total harmonic distortion shall not 
exceed 15 percent over the design baseband 
frequency range. 

3.2.3.3 Audio frequency response. 

The variation In receiving system audio 
frequency response shall not exceed 6 dB over 
the frequency range of 300 to 2,500 Hz. Be¬ 
low 300 Hz and above 2,500 Hz. the response 
shall decrease continuously. Offset carrier 
operation may require modification of these 
baseband characteristics. Such modifica¬ 
tions are acceptable provided intelligibility 
as related to operational utility of the system 
la not degraded. 

3.2.5.4 Spurious responses. 

3.2.3.4.1 In-band responses. 

The response of the receiving system to 
undeslred signals shall be 60 dB or more 
down from the response to a desired signal 
which produces a 6 dB 8 +N/N output signal, 
for each undeslred signal within the band 
118-136 MHz and ±150 kHz or more from the 
channel frequency. 

3:2.3.4.2 Out-of-band responses. 

Responses to signals In the following fre¬ 
quency bands shall be below the desired 
channel response by at least the amount 
shown: 

190 kHz to 1.65 MHz—80 dB 
1.65 MHz to 54 MHz—60 dB 
54 MHz to 108 MHz—80 dB (See note) 

108 MHz to 118 MHz—60 dB 
136 MHz to 174 MHz—40 dB 


174 MHz to 890 MHz—80 dB (See note) 

Note: Discrete responses In these two 
bands may be as great as 40 dB below the 
desired channel response. If they are at least: 

(a) 150 kHz from any assignable TV pic¬ 
ture carrier frequency, and 

(b) 60 kHz from any assignable TV sound 
carrier frequency, and 

(c) 50 kHz from any assignable FM broad¬ 
cast carrier frequency. 

32.3.5 Selectivity and frequency tolerance. 

3.2.3.5.1 Effective acceptance bandwidth. 

The receiving system shall provide an ade¬ 
quate and Intelligible audio output when a 
signal 6 dB greater In amplitude than the 
minimum required In paragraph 3.2.3.1 to 
produce a C dB S-f N/N ratio has a carrier 
frequency up to ±3 kHz removed from the 
assigned frequency. (This requirement ap¬ 
plies In both 50 kHz and 25 kHz channel- 
spaced environments.) 

3.2B.5.2 Effective adjacent channel rejec¬ 
tion. 

The receiving function shall assure an 
effective adjacent channel rejection as fol¬ 
lows: 

(a) 50 kHz channel-spaced environment: 
greater than 50 dB (60 dB recommended) at 
±50 kHz with respect to the assigned 
frequency. 

(b) 25 kHz channel-spaced envlronmerit: 
greater than 60 dB (60 dB recommended) at 
±25 kHz with respect to the assigned 
frequency. 

3.2.36 AGC. 

3.2.3.6.1 AGC range. 

The variation In receiving system baseband 
output level shall not exceed 6 dB when the 
available received carrier power Is varied be¬ 
tween — 90 dBm and —10 dBm. 

3.2.3.6.2 AGC transient response. 

With the receiving system operating at 
maximum sensitivity, application of a 30 
percent modulated received carrier power at 
any level in range of -90 dBm to -4 dBm 
shall produce an output level within +3 
dB of the steady state value. With the re¬ 
ceiving system operating at minimum sen¬ 
sitivity (receiving a -4 dBm signal) it shall be 
capable of receiving a signal having a power 
level of -90 dBm and producing an output 
within ±3 dB of the steady state value 
within 100 ms after removal of the -4 dBm 
signal. Recovery time shall not preclude the 
250 ms turn-around time requirement of 
paragraph 3.2.1.4.2. 

3.2.3.7 Spurious radiation. 

3.2.3.7.I. Radiation from airborne receiving 
components shall not result in derogation of 
operational use of this system to other users 
or In the derogation of other aeronautical 
services. 

3.2.4 Non-voice communications—general. 

At such time that digital or other commun¬ 
ications signals are standardized for opera¬ 
tional employment In connection with FAA 
VHF air-ground communications, such stan¬ 
dards shall be added In this subsection a* 
they relate to the airborne equipment. 

(FR Doc.74-23755 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


Federal Railroad Administration 
(Docket FRA General Docket No. H-74-21 

TRAIN AIR BRAKE TEST PROGRAM 

Determination of Allowable Pipe Leakaga 
Increase 

Notice is hereby given that the FRA 
Safety Board is considering the establish- 
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ment of a test program as set forth below 
to determine the feasibility of increasing 
the maximum allowable brake pipe leak¬ 
age prescribed in 49 CFR 232.12(b)(1) 
and 232.13(d)(1) from 5 pounds to 8 
pounds. This test would operate during 
below freezing weather on freight trains 
hauled by locomotives with pressure 
maintaining type automatic brake valves 
controlling train air brake operation 
when the brake pipe pressure gradient 
(difference between pressures at the head 
and rear end) does not exceed 15 pounds. 

Experience indicates that during cold 
weather numerous minute brake pipe 
leaks occur due to hardening of rubber 
and gasket materials and shrinkage of 
metal parts. These leaks are often ex¬ 
tremely difficult if not impossible to de¬ 
tect and correct. In these circumstances, 
attempts to comply with the 5 pound 
brake pipe leakage limit often results in 
needless prolonged delays of trains or 
substantial reductions in the lengths of 
trains. 

Modem locomotive air brake equip¬ 
ment has a pressure maintaining feature 
which compensates for leakage of more 
than 10 pounds per minute. This feature 
holds service brake pipe reduction con¬ 
stant at the value selected by the engine- 
man. In the absence of this feature, brake 
pice leakage increases the reduction value 
selected by the engineman and could in¬ 
crease it to the extent that "overbraking” 
of the train occurs. Thus, the pressure 
maintaining .feature gives the engine- 
man better control of the train brakes. 

Proposed Test Program 

Participating carriers. (1) Southern 
Railway System; (2) Union Pacific Rail¬ 
road: (3) Soo Line Railroad Company; 

(4) Illinois Central Gulf Railroad; (5) 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific. 

Test period. December 1, 1974 to April 
1,1975. 

Trains. This test will be limited to 
freight trains which are hauled by loco¬ 
motives with pressure maintaining type 
automatic brake valves controlling train 
air brake operation. "Run-through” and 
w unit run-through” trains operated in 
accordance with 49 CFR 232.19 and 
trains interchanged with non-participat¬ 
ing carriers are excluded from operation 
under this test. Participating carriers are 
precluded from issuing any instructions 
or information which provides or appears 
to provide blanket relief from the exist¬ 
ing requirements relative to brake pipe 
leakage. 

Mandatory brake test procedures. (1) 
The air brake system on a freight train 
Prior to making train air brake system 
tests must be charged to within 15 
pounds of the setting of the brake pipe 
pressure regulating valve on the loco¬ 
motive, but in no case to less than 60 
pounds, as indicated by an accurate 
gauge at rear end of train; 

(2) Pressure maintaining feature 
must be cut out and not functioning dur¬ 
ing brake pipe leakage tests; 

(3) Leakage in excess of 5 pounds per 
minute, and not exceeding 8 pounds per 
minute, is permissible if, in the opinion 
of qualified personnel, the excess leakage 


is caused by below freezing weather, does 
not result from equipment defects, and 
does not constitute a hazard. 

Designation of test trains . Only when 
trains qualify under the brake test pro¬ 
cedures set forth above may the train 
be identified and operated as a "Test 
Train” under this program. Trains 
which do not qualify under such terms 
of weather and cause of leakage may not 
be identified and operated as test trains 
under this program, and must comply 
with the normal requirements which are 
set forth in 49 CFR 232. 

Reporting of test results. For each 30 
day period, a written report summarizing 
each freight train operation with brake 
pipe leakage of 5 to 8 pounds per minute 
must be prepared and sent to Associate 
Administrator for Safety, RA-60, Fed¬ 
eral Railroad Administration, 2100 
Second Street. SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590. Each report must be received 
within 15 days following the end of the 
30 day pericd and must contain the 
following: 

(1) Date and time; 

(2) Location, also state whether in¬ 
itial terminal or other; 

(3) Temperature and weather; 

(4) Type of train (general merchan¬ 
dise, high priority freight, unit, etc.); 

(5) A description of train consist in¬ 
cluding number of locomotive units and 
cars and tonnage; 

(6) Brake pipe leakage; 

(7) Statement of delay, if any, caused 
by working train in attempt to mini¬ 
mize leakage, including description of 
work done; 

(8) Narrative description of any sig¬ 
nificant circumstances other than those 
tabulated above, including any unusual 
delays or occurrences enroute which 
might be connected with train handling, 
and an estimate of penalty, such as addi¬ 
tional delay or extent of train consist 
reduction, which would have resulted if 
the leakage has been reduced to 5 pounds 
per minute. 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this proceeding by submit¬ 
ting written data, views, or comments on 
the terms and conditions of this test pro¬ 
gram. Communications should identify 
the Docket Number and Notice Number 
(FRA General Docket No. H-74-2) and 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Docket Clerk, Office of the Chief Coun¬ 
sel, Federal Railroad Administration, 
400 Seventh Street, SW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20590. Communications received 
before November 15, 1974 will be con¬ 
sidered by the Federal Railroad Adminis¬ 
tration before final action is taken. Com¬ 
ments received after that date win be 
considered so far as practicable. All 
comments received will be available, both 
before and after the closing date for 
communications, for examination by in¬ 
terested persons during regular business 
hours in Room 5101, Nassif Building, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590. 

This notice is issued under the author¬ 
ity of section 202, 84 Stat. 971, 45 U.S.C. 
431; and section 1.49(n) of the regula¬ 


tions of the Office of t he Secretary of 
Transportation, 49 CFR 1.49(n). 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on Octo¬ 
ber 10. 1974. 

Donald W. Bennett, 

Chief Counsel, 

Federal Railroad Administration. 
IFR Doc.74-23895 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

| Public Notice CM-189J 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE LAW OF 
THE SEA 

Notice of Closed Meeting 

In accordance with section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 
92-463), notice is hereby given that the 
Advisory Committee on the Law of the 
Sea will held a closed meeting during the 
week of November 4 through 8, and on 
November 13, at the Department of State. 

The purpose of the meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss issues relating to the Third United 
Nations Conference on the Law of the 
Sea. During these closed sessions, docu¬ 
ments classified under the provisions of 
Executive Order 11652 will be discussed. 
These classified documents contain back¬ 
ground information and proposals relat¬ 
ing to the issues which the U.S. is nego¬ 
tiating at the Conference, are exempt 
under 5 UJS.C. 552(b)(1), and are 
required to be withheld from disclosure 
in the public interest. The issues cover 
such subjects as access to marine re¬ 
sources, the environmental impact of 
various proposals on deep sea mining, 
the breadth of the continental margin, 
and other related topics involving U.S. 
national security matters. 

The Advisory Committee on the Law 
of the Sea comprises a broad cross- 
section of industries, professions, aca¬ 
demic disciplines and other public 
groups. As such, it will comprehensively 
review the proposals which will come 
before the Conference. 

Dated: October 10,1974. 

Otho E. Eskin, 

Staff Director , NSC Interagency 
Task Force on the Law of the 
Sea. 

IFR Doc. 74-24028 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


| Public Notice CM—177] 

SHIPPING COORDINATING COMMITTEE, 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON MARITIME LAW 

Notice of Meeting on International 
Multimodal Transportation 

A meeting of the Subcommittee on 
Maritime Law of the Shipping Coordi¬ 
nating Committee will be held at 10:30 
a.m. on Wednesday, October 30, 1974, in 
Room 1207, Department of State, New 
State Office Building, Washington, D.C. 
The meeting is open to the public. 

The purpose of the meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss preparations for the Second Session 
of the Intergovernmental Preparatory 
Group on International Intermodal 
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Transport, which meets under the aus¬ 
pices of the United Nations Conference 
on Trade and Development (UNCTAD). 
The Second Session will meet in Geneva 
November 11-29. The principal item on 
the agenda of the session is considera¬ 
tion of preparation of a preliminary draft 
of a convention on international inter- 
modal transport. Issues to be reviewed 
include documentation questions, insur¬ 
ance and liability problems, customs, the 
multimodal transport operator, and 
other matters related to multimodal 
transportation. 

Any questions concerning this meeting 
should be directed to Mr. John Steinmetz, 
Room 2830, Department of State. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (202-632-0703). 

Richard K. Bank, 

Acting Chairman, 
Shipping Coordinating Committee. 

October 9, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24027 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 *m] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing 

PROPOSAL OF LEGISLATION AUTHORIZ¬ 
ING CONSTRUCTION OF AN ANNEX 

Availability of Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement 

October 9, 1974. 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing in the Department of the 
Treasury has prepared a draft environ¬ 
mental Impact statement concerning 
the proposal of legislation authorizing 
construction of an addition to its facili¬ 
ties in Southwest Washington, D.C. The 
statement covers the location and, in 
general terms, the planning and design 
of the addition. 

The proposed facility would be located 
on those parcels of land commonly re¬ 
ferred to as the Portal and North Portal 
Site, bounded by D Street on the north, 
12th Street on the east. Maine Avenue on 
the south, and 14th Street on the west. 
The facility would be planned to provide 
space for early expansion of operations 
and would make possible a reasonable 
increase of production capacity as re¬ 
quirements develop in future years. 
Although detailed design of the facility 
has not yet been started, it has been de¬ 
termined that approximately 1.75 mil¬ 
lion square feet of additional floor space 
will be required to provide for pre¬ 
dicted increase in demand for Bureau- 
produced items. The structures would re¬ 
flect the importance of the governmental 
function to be performed and their 
architecture would be consistent with 
that the location to be occupied. 

Copies of the Statement are available 
for inspection during regular working 
hours at the office of: 

R. C. Sennett. Chief 

Office of Engineering 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing 

Room 107 Main Building 

14th & C Streets. SW. 

Washington, D.C. 20228 


In addition, copies are on file in the 
Departmental Library in the Main 
Treasury Building. 

Copies of the Environmental Impact 
Statement have been sent to various Fed¬ 
eral. State and local agencies and citi¬ 
zens’ groups as outlined in the Guidelines 
of the Council on Environmental Qual¬ 
ity. Comments are invited from any other 
agency or group which has an interest. 
Members of the public are also invited 
to comment. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and any requests for additional 
information should be addressed to Mr. 
Sennett. Comments must be received by 
Dec. 8, 1974 in order to be considered in 
the preparation of the Final Environ¬ 
mental Impact Statement. 

[seal] Warren L. Brecht, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

|FR Doc.74-23935 Filed 10-11-7H;8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

MILITARY AIRLIFT COMMITTEE OF THE 

NATIONAL DEFENSE TRANSPORTATON 

ASSOCIATION ADVISORY BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

October 7, 1974. 

The Military Airlift Committee of the 
National Defense Transportation Associ¬ 
ation will hold an open meeting Novem¬ 
ber 7 and 8, 1974. 

Time. November 7, 1974, 1-4 p.m., Pa¬ 
cific Daylight Time; November 8, 1974, 
8:30 a.m.-12 noon (P.d.t.). 

Place. The Flying Tiger Line, Inc., 7401 
World Way West, Los Angeles Interna¬ 
tional Airport. 

Purpose. To present and discuss mat¬ 
ters on the theme “The Future of Air 
Transportation—Civil and Military” so 
that the National Defense Transporta¬ 
tion Association Military Airlift Commit¬ 
tee, serving as an industry advisory com¬ 
mittee, may advise the Commander of 
the Military Airlift Command on broad 
management problems pertaining to his 
command responsibilities. 

Summary of Agenda . 

Thursday, November 7, 1974 

1:00 p.m.—Meeting Convenes. 

1:15 p.m.—Keynote Address. 

2:00 p.m.—Flying Tiger Presentation. 

3:00 p.m.—Developments in the Commer¬ 
cial Air Cargo Market (Air 
Freight Forwarder's View¬ 
point). 

3:30 p.m. —Developments In the Commer¬ 
cial Air Cargo Market (Major 
Shipper's Viewpoint) 

Friday, November 8, 1974 

8:30 ajn.—The Future Commercial Air Car¬ 
go Market and Aircraft. 

9:20 a.m.—Improving the Air Cargo Indus¬ 
try and the Nation's Distribu¬ 
tion System. 

10:20a.m.—The Advanced Cargo Aircraft. 
11:05 a.m.—New Sources of Propulsion and 
Energy. 

11:50 a.m.—Closing Remark*. 

Public Participation. The public may 
attend and participate as follows: Seat¬ 


ing for the public is limited and will be 
available on a flrst-come-flrst-served 
basis. A formal oral statement may be 
made if germane to the meeting and if an 
application to speak, including the sub¬ 
stance of the statement, has been sub¬ 
mitted in advance to the Commander, 
Military Airlift Command. Attention* 
Executive Agent. Military Airlift Com¬ 
mittee, Scott Air Force Fase. Illinois 
62225. Formal written statements may be 
submitted to the above at any time. For 
further information on this meeting Con¬ 
tact Colonel Joseph E. Lowry at 618-256- 
2325. 

The number and length of public pres¬ 
entations will depend upon the number 
of applications received and the time 
available. 

Walter G. Fenerty, 
Acting Chief, Legislative Division, 
Office of The Judge Advocate General. 
IFR Doc.74-23930 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE 

Notice of Advisory Committee Meeting 

A Defense Science Board Task Force 
on “Naval Surface Warfare” will meet in 
closed session on 6-7 November 1974 at 
the Pentagon. Arlington, Virginia. 

The* mission of this Task Force is to 
advise the Secretary of Defense and the 
Director of Defense Research and Engi¬ 
neering regarding the adequacy and di¬ 
rections of U.S. programs in surface of¬ 
fensive operations In the face of con¬ 
tinuing increases in Soviet capabilities In 
naval weapons, command and control, 
and out-of-area operations. 

The Task Force will concentrate first 
on U.S. programs in tactical surface sur¬ 
veillance, targeting, command and con¬ 
trol, and weaponry for surface engage¬ 
ment to help assure that our R&D invest¬ 
ments yield the greatest improvement in 
our total force capabilities, when de¬ 
ployed in quantities we can afford. 

In accordance with Public Law 92-463, 
section 10, paragraph (d). it has been 
determined that the Task Force meet¬ 
ings concern matters listed in § 552(b) of 
Title 5 of the United States code, par¬ 
ticularly subparagraph (1) thereof, and 
that the public interest requires such 
meetings to be closed insofar as the re¬ 
quirements of subsections (a)(1) and 
(a) (3) of section 10, Public Law 92-463 
are concerned. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director , Correspondence and 
Directives , OASD ( Comp¬ 

troller ). 

October 9, 1974. 

IFR Doc.74-23904 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 wnl 


DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON "EXPORT OF U.S. TECHNOLOGY; 
IMPLICATIONS TO U.S. DEFENSE ' 

Advisory Committee Meeting 

The airframe subcommittee of & 
special advisory committee to the De~ 
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fense Science Board on “Export of U.S. 
Technology; Implications to U.S. De¬ 
fense" will meet in closed session on 15 
November 1974 at the Northrop Cor¬ 
poration, Hawthorne, California. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
research and engineering and to 
provide long-range guidance in these 
areas to the Department of Defense. The 
special advisory committee will provide 
an asessment of the implications to U.S. 
Defense of current and impending ex¬ 
ports of U.S. technology to serve as a 
basis for determination of Defense 
policy. 

In accordance with Public Law 92-463, 
section 10, paragraph <d), it has been 
determined that Defense Science Board 
meetings concern matters listed in sec¬ 
tion 552(b) of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, particularly subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and that the public interest 
requires such meetings to be closed in¬ 
sofar as the requirements of subsections 
(a)(1) and (a)(3) of section 10, Public 
Law 92-463 are concerned. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director , Correspondence and 
Directives OASD ( Comptroller ). 

October 9, 1974. 

[PR Doc.74-23954 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 

ON EXPORT OF U.S. TECHNOLOGY; 

IMPLICATIONS TO U.S. DEFENSE 

Advisory Committee Meeting 

The airframe subcommittee of a special 
advisory committee to the Defense 
Science Board on “Export of U.S. Tech¬ 
nology; Implications to U.S. Defense’* 
will meet in closed session on 4 December 
1974 at the Boeing Commercial Airplane 
Company, Seattle, Washington. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
search and engineering and to provide 
long-range guidance in these areas to the 
Department of Defense. The special ad¬ 
visory committee will provide an assess¬ 
ment of the implications to U.S. Defense 
of current and impending exports of U.S. 
technology to serve as a basis for deter¬ 
mination of Defense policy. 

In accordance with Public Law 92-4G3, 
section 10, paragraph (d), it has been 
determined that Defense Science Board 
meetings concern matters listed in sec¬ 
tion 552(b) of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, particularly subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and that the public interest 
requires such meetings to be closed inso¬ 
far as the requirements of subsections 
(a)(1) and (a)(3) of section 10, Public 
Law 92-463 are concerned. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD ( Comptrol¬ 
ler ). 

October 9, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-23955 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am| 


DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 

ON EXPORT OF U.S. TECHNOLOGY; 

IMPLICATIONS TO U.S. DEFENSE 

Advisory Committee Meeting 

The airframe subcommittee of a 
special advisory committee to the De¬ 
fense Science Board on “Export of U.S. 
Technology; Implications to U.S. De¬ 
fense** will meet in closed session on 
17 December 1974 at the Department of 
Defense, The Pentagon, Washington DC 
20301. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
search and engineering and to provide 
long-range guidance in these areas to 
the Department of Defense. The special 
advisory committee will provide an 
assessment of the implications to U.S. 
Defense of current and impending ex¬ 
ports of U.S. technology to serve as a 
basis for determination of Defense 
policy. 

In accordance with Public Law 92-463, 
section 10, paragraph (d), it has been 
determined that Defense Science Board 
meetings concern matters listed in sec¬ 
tion 552(b) of 'xitle 5 of the United 
States Code, particularly subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and that the public Interest 
requires such meetings to be closed inso¬ 
far as the requirements of subsections 
(a)(1) and (a)(3) of section 10, Public 
Law 92-463 are concerned. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD {Comptrol¬ 
ler) . 

October 9, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-23956 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 
ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT 
Notice of Receipt of Application 

Correction 

In FR Docs. 74-22812 and 74-22814 
through 74-22817, appearing on pages 
35579-35582, make the following changes 
in the last paragraph of each document: 

1. In FR Doc. 74-22814, the words in 
the last sentence now reading “All rele¬ 
vant comments received on or before 
October 2, 1974.“, should be changed 
to read, “All relevant comments received 
on or before November 1, 1974, will be 
considered." 

2. In FR Docs. 74-22812 and 74-22815- 
22817, in the last sentences now reading 
“All relevant comments received on or 
before November 1, 1974.**, add the 
phrase, “will be considered." 

Office of the Secretary 

FEDERAL METAL AND NONMETAL MINE 
SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with section 10(a) (2) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Public Law 92-463), notice is hereby 
given that the Federal Metal and Non¬ 


metal Mine Safety Advisory Comipittee, 
authorized to be established under the 
Federal Metal and Nonmetallic Mine 
Safety Act (Public Law 89-577), will 
meet on Wednesday, October 30, 1974, 
Thursday, October 31, 1974, and Friday, 
November 1, 1974, starting at 8:30 a.m. 
each day until the Advisory Committee 
concludes its business, in the Ramada 
Inn—Foothills; 11595 W. 6th Avenue, 
Lakewood, Colorado 80215—Telephone 
number Area Code 303, 238-7751. 

The matters to be discussed at this 
meeting include suggested new and re¬ 
vised safety standards relating to Man 
Hoisting, Electricity, and Gassy Mines, 
and a safety standard relating to sepa¬ 
rate escapeways and a definition and 
safety standard relating to kelly bar, or 
stem, or joint and the use of explosives. 
Copies of the agenda and the suggested 
standards are available for the public 
and may be obtained from or may be 
examined in the Office of the Execu¬ 
tive Secretary. 

The meeting of the Advisory Commit¬ 
tee is open to the public. Public attend¬ 
ance will be limited to seating available 
in the meeting room of the Ramada 
Inn—Foothills. Persons desiring to at¬ 
tend this meeting are requested to notify 
the Executive Secretary in writing of 
their intention to attend the meeting 
by Friday, October 25, 1974. 

Written data, views, or arguments con¬ 
cerning the subjects to be considered may 
be filed with the Executive Secretary by 
Friday, October 25, 1974. Any such sub¬ 
mission. timely received, wifi be provided 
to the members of the Advisory Com¬ 
mittee and will be included in the record 
of the meeting. Persons wishing to orally 
address the committee at the meeting 
should submit a written request to be 
heard to the Executive Secretary no later 
than Friday. October 25, 1974. The re¬ 
quest must contain a short summary of 
the intended presentation and an esti¬ 
mate of the amount of time that will 
be needed. At the meeting the Chairman 
will announce whether oral and written 
presentations will be allowed and, if so, 
under what conditions. 

All written notices and requests to the 
Executive Secretary should be addressed 
as follows: 

Mr. Robin A. Van Meter, Executive Secretary, 
Federal Metal and Nonmetal Mine Safety 
Advisory Committee, Rcom 2517, U.S. De¬ 
partment of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 
20240, Telephone Number: Area Code 202, 
343-4404. 

C. K. Mallory, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior . 

October 10, 1974. 

|FR Doc.74-24017 Filed 10-11-74:11:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Farmers Home Administration 
| No. A069 J 

KANSAS 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has 
found that a general need for agricul- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 200—TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1974 









36882 


NOTICES 


tural credit exists in the following county 
in Kansas. 

McPherson 

The Secretary has found that this need 
exLsts as a result of a natural disaster 
consisting of a severe storm May 13, 
1974. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emergency 
loans, pursuant to the provisions of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop¬ 
ment Act. as amended by Public Law 93- 
237, and the provisions of 7 CFR 1832.3 
(b) including the recommendation of 
Governor Robert B. Docking that such 
designation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than November 25, 1974, for physical 
losses and June 26. 1975, for production 
losses, except that qualified borrowers 
who receive initial loans pursuant to 
this designation may be eligible for sub¬ 
sequent loans. The urgency of the need 
for loans in the designated area makes it 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give advance notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and invite public par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 7th day 
of October, 1974. 

Frank B. Elliott, 

Administrator , 

Farmers Home Administration. 

IFR Doc.74-23903 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


| No. A071 ] 

MISSISSIPPI 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has found 
that a general need for agricultural 
credit exists in the following Counties 
in Mississippi. 

Lee Yazoo 

The Secretary has found that this 
need exists as a result of a natural dis¬ 
aster consisting of excessive rainfall 
from May 1 through June 20, 1974, in 
Lee County and flooding from June 1 
through July 8, 1974, in Yazoo County. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as eligible for emer¬ 
gency loans, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act. as amended by P ublic 
Law 93-237, and the provisions of 7 CFR 
1832.3(b) including the recommenda¬ 
tion of Governor William L. Waller that 
such designation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans 
must be received by this Department no 
later than December 2, 1974, for physical 
losses and July 7. 1975, for production 
losses, except that qualified borrowers 
who receive initial loans pursuant to this 
designation may be eligible for subse¬ 
quent loans. The urgency of the need for 
loans in the designated areas makes it 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give advance notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and invite public 
participation. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of October 1974. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator ; 

Farmers Home Administration . 

IFR Doc.74-23901 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


I No. A073] 

TEXAS 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has found 
that a general need for agricultural 
credit exists in the following counties in 
Texas: 

Armstrong. 

Bosque. 

Brown. 

Comanche. 

Dallam. 

Dawson. 

Eastland. 

Gray. 

The Secretary has found that this need 
exists as a result of a natural disaster 
consisting of prolonged drought from 
July 26,1973. through August 22, 1974, in 
all 15 counties; hailstorms May 24 and 
June 7, 1974, and a windstorm June 8. 
1974, in Armstrong County; a hailstorm 
August 9. 1974, and high winds occurring 
from February through May 1974 in Dal¬ 
lam County; two hailstorms in May and 
one during the first week of June 1974 
in Gray County; and hailstorms May 24 
and August 11, 1974, and isolated hail¬ 
storms during the spring and summer of 
1974 in Oldham County. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as eligible for emer¬ 
gency loans, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act, as amended by Public 
Law 93-237, and the provisions of 7 CFR 
1832.3(b) including the recommendation 
of Governor Dolph Briscoe that such des¬ 
ignation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than December 2, 1974, for physical 
losses and July 7, 1975, for production 
losses, except that qualified borrowers 
who receive initial loans pursuant to this 
designation may be eligible for subse¬ 
quent loans. The urgency of the need for 
loans in the designated areas makes it 
impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give advance notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and invite public par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of October, 1974. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator , 

Farmers Home Administration . 

[FR Doc.74-23900 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


[No. A072] 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 
Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has found 
that a general need for agricultural 


Hamilton. 

Knox. 

McLennan. 

M ^nard. 

Mills. 

Navarro. 

Oldham. 


credit exists in the following islands in 
the Virgin Islands: 

St. Croix. St. John. 

St. Thomas. 

The Secretary has found that this need 
exists as a result of a natural disaster 
consisting of prolonged drought from 
February 1 to June 30. 1974. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as eligible for emer¬ 
gency loans, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act. as amended by Pu li; 
Law 93-237. and the provisions of 7 CFR 
1832 3(b) including the recommendation 
of Governor Melvin H. Evans that such 
designation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than December 2,1974, for physical losses 
and July 7, 1975. for production losses, 
except that qualified borrowers who re¬ 
ceive initial loans pursuant to this des¬ 
ignation may be eligible for subsequent 
loans. The urgency of the need for loans 
in the designated areas makes it imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est to give advance notice of proposed 
ru^e making and invite public participa¬ 
tion. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 7th day 
of October, 1974. 

Frank B. Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers Home Administration . 

fFR Doc.74—23899 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

AQUARIUM SYSTEMS, INC. 

Receipt of Application for Public Display 
Permit 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing applicant has applied in due form for 
a permit to take marine mammals for 
public display as authorized by the Ma¬ 
rine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 and 
tho regulations governing the taking and 
importing of marine mammals. 

Aquarium Svstems. Inc., 1450 East 289 
Street. Wickliffe, Ohio 44092, and the 
Aquarium of Niagara Falls. New York, to 
take two California sea lions (Zalophits 
caWomianus ) for public dlsplav at the 
Aquarium of Niagara Falls, New York. 

These sea lions will be obtained from 
Marineland of the Pacific, beached and 
stranded stock which lr>ve been rescued 
from the beaches of California. 

The animals will be housed in two dif¬ 
ferent areas, depending on whether thev 
are working in demonstrations or housed 
for the night. During the day, they will 
reside between demonstrations in cages 
2'8" x 4' x 4' high. Each animal will 
normally work four demonstrations per 
day and will spend only half of its time 
in the cage between demonstrations 
(swimming periods are allotted between 
the demonstrations). The pool is roughly 
trapezoidal in shape, measuring 18' on 
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the back, 13'8" on the front, approxi¬ 
mately IT wide and 4' deep. 

At night, three sea lions are retained 
in cages above a holding pool in the base¬ 
ment. The basement cages are 3'2" x 3' 
x 4' high. The swimming area in front of 
the cages is 4'11" x 9'4” x 4' deep. 

The facility will afford enjoyment and 
education to as many as 225,000 persons 
annually as well as hosting approxi¬ 
mately 15,000 area school children during 
the year. Lectures on the behavior, train¬ 
ing, and care of marine mammals are 
given to individual student groups by the 
training department staff. 

Trainers Donald J. Viele and William 
D. Cooper started with the company as 
apprentice animal handlers in 1956. 
Since that time, they have become skilled 
in all facets of animal management prac¬ 
tices. When problems arise, Stephen 
Spotte, Vice President and Director of 
Aquariums for Aquarium Systems, Inc., 
is consulted by telephone. 

The arrangements and facilities for 
transporting and maintaining the marine 
mammals requested in the above appli¬ 
cation have been inspected by licensed 
veterinarians, who. have certified that 
such arrangements and facilities are ad¬ 
equate to provide for the well-being of 
the California sea lions requested. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above application are available 
for review at the following locations: 

Office of the Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20235 (telephone 202- 
343-9445); 

Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Northeast Region. Federal Build¬ 
ing. 14 Elm Street. Gloucester, Massachu¬ 
setts 01930 (telephone 617-281-0640); 
Regional Director, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Southwest Region, 300 South Ferry 
Street, Terminal Island, California 90731 
(telephone 213-548-2575). 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, the 
Secretary of Commerce is forwarding 
copies of this application to the Marine 
Mammal Commission and the Committee 
of Scientific Advisors. 

Interested parties may submit written 
data or views on these applications on or 
before November 14,1974 to the Director, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20235. 

All statements and opinions con¬ 
tained in this notice in support of this 
application are those of the Applicant 
and do not necessarily reflect the views 
of the National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

Jack W. Gehringer, 

Acting Director . 
|FR Doc.74-23914 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 ami 


BRENDAN P. KELLY AND ALAN SHANKS 

Receipt of Application for Scientific 
Research Permit 

Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
big applicants have applied in due form 


for a permit to take marine mammals for 
the purpose of scientific research as au¬ 
thorized by the Marine Mammal Protec¬ 
tion Act Of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407) 
and the Regulations Governing the Tak¬ 
ing and Importing of Marine Mammals. 

Mr. Brendan P. Kelly and Mr. Alan 
Shanks, Department of Biology, Univer¬ 
sity of California at Santa Cruz, Santa 
Cruz, California 95064 to take two (2) 
Gulf of California porpoises (Phocoena 
sinus ) for the purpose of scientific 
research. 

Two complete Gulf of California por¬ 
poises will be obtained by the applicants 
from local net fishermen in the waters 
of the Gulf of California near San Felipe, 
Baja California, Mexico. The Applicants 
state that the porpoises will be taken In¬ 
cidentally in a fishery for totoaba iCy- 
noscion macdonaldi ), a species of 
croaker. The Applicants state that only 
four skulls and a partial skeleton cur¬ 
rently form the basis of knowledge of 
this species. Those specimens were col¬ 
lected in the area of the fbhery and the 
species was formally described in 1958. 
The Applicants propose to measure and 
photograph the animals immediately on 
being landed, and to then pack them in 
a container with dry ice for transport to 
Santa Cruz for further study. 

Anatomical specimens from various 
organ systems will be preserved and pro¬ 
vided to several investigators. An exam¬ 
ination for parasites will be conducted. 
The Applicants plan to interview the 
local fishermen to gather information 
concerning the numbers of this porpoise 
and the extent of the mortality in the 
totoaba fishermen’s gill nets. The Appli¬ 
cants state that the necessary export 
permits from the Government of Mexico 
will be obtained. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above application are available 
for review in the Office of the Director, 
National Marine Fisheries Service. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20235 (telephone 202-343-9445), and 
the Office of the Regional Director, 
Southwest Region, 300 South Ferry 
Street, Terminal Island. California 90731, 
telephone 213-548-2575. 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice In the Federal Register, the 
Secretary of Commerce is sending copies 
of the application to the Marine Mam¬ 
mal Commission and the Committee of 
Scientific Advisors. 

Interested parties may submit written 
data or views on tills application on or 
before November 14,1974 to the Director, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20235. 

All statements and opinions contained 
in this notice in support of this applica¬ 
tion are those of the applicants and do 
not necessarily reflect the views of the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Dated: October 2, 1974. 

Jack W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director. 

[FR Doc.74-23916 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 amj 


CONALD B. SINIFF 

Issuance of Permit for Marine Mammals 

On Mny 3, 1974, notice was published 
in the Feder/l Register (39 FR 15518) 
that an application had been filed with 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
by Donald B. Siniff, Associate Professor, 
Department of Ecology and Behavioral 
Biology. 223 Snyder Hall, University of 
Minnesota, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101, 
for a permit to take, tag, release and 
track, collect and import biological speci¬ 
men materials and conduct other re¬ 
search activities annually, on up to 856 
Weddell seals ( Lcptonychotes weddelli ) 
(sacrifice a maximum of 12 per year); up 
to 81 crabeater seals ( Lobodon carcin - 
ophagus ) (sacrifice a maximum of 6 
per year); up to 56 leopard seals (//y- 
drurga leptovyx ) (sacrifice a maximum 
of 6 per year); 27 southern fur seals 
(Ar otocephalus gazella ) (sacrifice a 
maximum of 2 per year); 27 southern 
elephant seals (Mirounga leonina ) (sac¬ 
rifice a maximum of 2 per year); and up 
to 27 Ross seals ( Ommatophoca rossi ) 
(sacrifice a maximum of 2 per year). 

Notice is hereby given that, on Octo¬ 
ber 2, 1974, and as authorized by the 
provisions of t*»e Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1407), the National Marine Fisheries 
Service issued- a permit to Donald B. 
Siniff. subject to certain conditions set 
forth therein. 

The permit is available for review by 
interested persons in the Office of the 
Director, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20235. 

Jack W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director. 

|FR Doc.74-23917 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 


SAINT PAUL COMO PARK ZOO, 
MINNESOTA 

Issuance of Permit for Marine Mammals 

On March 27, 1974, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
11320), that an application had been filed 
with the National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice by Saint Paul Como Park Zoo, Saint 
Paul, Minnesota 55103 for a permit to 
take six California sea lions (Zalophus 
californianus) for the purpose of public 
display. 

Notice is hereby given that on Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1974, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1407), the National Marine Fisheries 
Service issued a permit to St. Paul Como 
Park Zoo subject to certain conditions 
set forth therein. The permit is available 
for review by interested persons in the 
Office of the Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20235, and the 
Offices of the Regional Director, Na¬ 
tional Marine Fisheries Service. North¬ 
east Region, Federal Building. 14 Elm 
Street. Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930, 
and the Regional Directory, Southwest 
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Region. National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice. 300 South Ferry Street, Terminal 
Island, California 90731. 

Dated: September 30. 1974. 

Jack W. Geii ringer. 

Acting Director. 
[FR Doc.74-23915 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 Ami 


SPINY LOBSTER FISHING INDUSTRY 
Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given of a meeting 
with those engaged in the spiny lobster 
fishery on Wednesday. October 23, 1974. 
The meeting will commence at 1 p.m. in 
the Conference Room of the Southeast 
Ficheries Center of the National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 75 Virginia Beach 
Drive. Miami. Florida: 

The items for discussion at the meet¬ 
ing will include the following: 

(1) Impact on United States fisher¬ 
men of the possible declaration by the 
Government of the Bahama Islands of 
spiny lobster as a creature of the con¬ 
tinental shelf. 

(2) Conservation and management 
needs for the spiny lobster fishery. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Seating space will be available for ap¬ 
proximately 100 persons in addition to 
those participating in the meeting. The 
public will be admitted to the extent of 
seating available on a first come, first 
served basis. Questions from the public 
will be permitted during specific periods 
announced by the Chairman. 

Additional information concerning the 
meeting may be obtained by contacting 
Mr. William H. Stevenson, Regional 
Director, Southeast Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, whose mailing 
address is: National Marine Fisheries 
Service. Duval Building. 9450 Gandy 
Boulevard, St. Petersburg. Florida 33702. 
The telephone number is (313) 893-3141. 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

Robert W. Schoning. 

Director. 

[FR Doc.74-23869 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


Social and Economic Statistics 
Administration 

CENSUS ADVISORY COMMITTEE OF THE 
AMERICAN MARKETING ASSOCIATION 

Public Meeting 

The Census Advisory Committee of 
the American Marketing Association will 
convene on November 19. 1974 at 9:00 
a.m. The Committee will meet in Room 
2113, Federal Building 3, at the Bureau 
of the Census in Suitland, Maryland. 

The Census Advisory Committee of 
the American Marketing Association was 
established in 1946 to advise the Director, 
Bureau of the Census, regarding the 
statistics that will help in marketing the 
Nation’s products and services and on 
ways to make the statistics the most 
useful to users. 

The Committee is composed of 14 
members appointed by the President of 
the American Marketing Association. 


The agenda for the meeting Is: (1) A 
general review of current topics includ¬ 
ing staff changes, program developments, 
and user oriented objectives in the Bu¬ 
reau of the Census, (2) Report of the 
Subcommittee on Retail Trade Statistics, 

(3) Formation and plans of other sub¬ 
committees including: economic censuses 
and County Business Patterns, 1980 De¬ 
cennial Census and related programs, 
uses of Census Bureau statistics, and 
measures of marketing productivity, (4) 
Status of 1980 Census planning, (5) Eco¬ 
nomic censuses—1972 performance and 
1977 plans, (6) Progress report on the 
study of data use, (7) Census year 2000 
planning. (8) Plans for the 1975 AMA 
National Convention. 

A limited number of seats, approxi¬ 
mately 15, will be available to the public. 
A brief period will be set aside for public 
comment and questions. Extensive ques¬ 
tions or statements must be submitted 
in writing to the Committee Guidance 
and Control Officer at least three days 
prior to the meeting. 

Persons wishing to submit questions 
or statements, planning to attend the 
meeting, or wishing additional informa¬ 
tion should contact Mr. Max Shor, 
Special Assistant to the Associate Direc¬ 
tor for Economic Fields, Bureau of the 
Census. Room 2023, Federal Building 3, 
Suitland, Maryland. (Mail address: 
Washington, D.C. 20233.) Telephone 
(301) 763-7184. 

Dated: October 4,1974. 

Vincent P. B'rabba, 

Director. 

[FR Doc.74-23928 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Education 

EDUCATIONAL BROADCASTING 
FACILITIES PROGRAM 

Receipt of Applications, Notice of Closing 
Date 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to authority contained in Part IV of 
Title m of the Communication^ Act of 
1934, as amended. (47 U.S.C. 390-399) 
and Part 60 of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, being redesignated 
as Part : 53 and revised in Proposed Pro¬ 
gram Regulations published In the Fed¬ 
eral Register on August 14, 1974, the 
Commissioner of Education is hereby es¬ 
tablishing a closing date for receipt of 
applications and any amendments to 
already accepted applications to govern 
educational broadcasting facilities 
grants for fiscal year 1975. 

Applications must be received by the 
U.S. Office of Education Application Con¬ 
trol Center, on or before November 29, 
1974. 

A. Applications sent by mail. An ap¬ 
plication sent by mail should be ad¬ 
dressed as follows: U.S. Office of Educa¬ 
tion, Application Control Center, 400 
Maryland Avenue SW., Washington. D.C. 
20202, Attention: 13.413. An application 
sent by mail will be considered to be re¬ 


ceived on time by the Application Con¬ 
trol Center if: 

(1) The application was sent by regis¬ 
tered or certified mail not later than the 
fifth calendar day prior to the closing 
date (or if such fifth calendar day is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday, 
not later than the next following busi¬ 
ness day), as evidenced by the U.S. Postal 
Service postmark on the wrapper or 
envelops, or on the original receipt from 
the U.S. Postal Service; or 

(2) The application is received on or 
before the closing date by either the De¬ 
partment of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. or the U.S. Office of Education mail 
rooms in Washington, D.C. (In estab¬ 
lishing the date of receipt, the Commis¬ 
sioner will rely on the time-date stamp 
of such mail rooms or other documen¬ 
tary evidence of recept maintained by 
the Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare, or the U.S. Office of Educa¬ 
tion.) 

B. Hand delivered applications. An ap¬ 
plication to be hand delivered must be 
taken to the U.S. Office of Education Ap¬ 
plication Control Center. Room 5673, Re¬ 
gional Office Building Three. 7th and D 
Streets SW.. Washington. D.C. Hand de¬ 
livered applications will be accepted daily 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4 p.m. 
Washington. D.C. time except Saturdays, 
Sundays, or Federal holidays. Applica¬ 
tions will not be accepted after 4 p.m. on 
the closing date. 

C. Program information and form*. In¬ 
formation and application forms may be 
obtained from the Educational Broad¬ 
casting Facilities Program. U.S. Office of 
Education, Room 2035. Federal Office 
Building No. 6, 400 Maryland Avenue 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20202. 

D. Applicable regulations. The regula¬ 
tions applicable to this program include 
the Office of Education General Pro¬ 
visions Regulations (45 CFR Part 100a) 
published in the Federal Register on No¬ 
vember 6, 1973 at 38 FR 30654 and Pro¬ 
posed 45 CFR 153 published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on August 14, 1974 at 39 
FR 29318. 

(47 U.S.C. 390-399) 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13.413, Educational Broadcasting Fa¬ 
cilities (Public Broadcasting)). 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

|FR Doc.74-23870 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 amj 


Federal Council on the Aging 

COMMITTEE ON AGING RESEARCH AND 
MANPOWER 

Notice of Meeting 

The Federal Council on the Aging was 
established by the 1973 amendments to 
the Older Americans Act of 1965 for the 
purpose of advising the President, the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, the Commissioner on Aging and 
the Congress on matters relating to the 
special needs of older Americans. 
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The Committee on Aging Research 
and Manpower of the Council will meet 
on October 30. 1974 from 1 pjn. to 5 pjn. 
and on October 31. 1974 from 2:30 p.m. 
to 5 -30 p.m.. at the U S. Court Building. 
620 SW. Main Street, Room 108. Port¬ 
land Oregon. The agenda will consist of 
the following items: status of Depart¬ 
ment of Labor study on manpower needs 
for the field of aging, status of training 
activities at State level, review of needs 
for training of State and area advisory 
body members, update on National In¬ 
stitute on Aging and review of Portland 
hearing on research in aging. Meeting 
open to public observation. 


Cleokice Tavani, 
Executive Director , 
Federal Council on the Aging . 


October 8.1974. 

[FR Doc.74-23939 Piled l0-ll-74;8:45 ami 


COMMITTEE ON AGING RESEARCH AND 
MANPOWER 

Notice of Open Hearing 

The Federal Council* on the Aging was 
established by the 1973 amendments to 
the Older Americans Act of 1965 for the 
purpose of advising the President, the 
Secretary of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. the Commissioner on Aging and the 
Congress on matters relating to the 
special needs of older Americans. 

The Committee on Aging Research and 
Manpower of the Council will hold a 
hearing on October 31, 1974, 9 ajn. to 
12:30 p.m. at the U S. Court Building. 
620 SW. Main Street, Room 108. Port¬ 
land. Oregon. 

Persons wishing to be heard should 
apply to the office of the Federal Council 
on the Aging, Room 4022. 400, 6th Street 
SW.. Washington. D.C. 20201. in writing. 
Written requests should reach the office 
of the FCA not later than October 25. 
1974. Written statements may also be di¬ 
rected to this office. 

The purpose of this open public hear¬ 
ing shall be to receive views on research 
objectives, strategies and priorities in the 
field of aging. 

Cleonice Tavani. 

Executive Director 
Federal Council on the Aging . 

October 7. 1974. 

IFR Doc .74-23941 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


Food and Drug Administration 

[FAP f> A31)271 

PETROLITE CORP. 

Filing of Petition for Food Additive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
<b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion (FAP 5A3027) has been filed by 
Petrolite Corp., Bareco Division, P.O. 
Drawer K, Tulsa, OK 74115, proposing 
that § 121.1228 Synthetic paraffin and 
succinic derivatives (21 CFR 121.1228) 


be amended to provide for safe use of 
synthetic petroleum wax meeting the 
definition and specifications prescribed 
in 5 121. 1239 Petroleum wax , synthetic 
(21 CFR 121.1239), as a substitute for 
the Fischer-Tropsch process synthetic 
paraffin prescribed therein, in the prepa¬ 
ration of synthetic paraffin, and succinic 
derivatives intended for use as a protec¬ 
tive coating or as a component of pro¬ 
tective coatings for fresh grapefruits, 
lemons, limes, muskmelons, oranges, 
sweet potatoes, and tangerines. 

The environmental impact analysis re¬ 
port and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive will not have a significant environ¬ 
mental impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-65,5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852. dur¬ 
ing working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

Virgil O. Wodicka. 

Director , Bureau of Foods. 

(FR Doc.74-23911 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


National Institutes of Health 

COMMITTEE ON CANCER 
IMMUNOTHERAPY 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
Committee on Cancer Immunotherapy. 
National Cancer Institute. December 12, 
1974, National Institutes of Health, 
Building 10, Room 4B14. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
on December 12, 1974, from 1 pjn. to 
1:30 p.m. to discuss general business and 
plans for future meetings. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space avail¬ 
able. In accordance with the provisions 
set forth in sections 552(b) (4) and 552 
(b) (6), Title 5. U.S. Code and section 
10(d) of PIi. 92-463, the meeting will 
be closed to the public on December 12, 
1974, from 1:30 p.m. to adjournment for 
the review, discussion and evaluation of 
individual contract proposals. The pro¬ 
posals contain information of a proprie¬ 
tary or confidential nature, including 
detailed research protocols, designs, and 
other technical information; financial 
data, such as salaries; and personal in¬ 
formation concerning individuals asso¬ 
ciated with the proposals. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI. Building 31, 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/496- 

5708) will furnish summaries of meetings 
and rosters of committee members. 

Dorothy Windhorst, MD., Executive 
Secretary, Building 10. Room 4B17, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20014 (301/496-1791) will fur¬ 
nish substantive program information. 


Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health. 


R. W. Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy Director , National 
Institutes of Health . 

October 3,1974. 

(FR Doc.74-23870 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 ami 


NATIONAL ARTHRITIS, METABOLISM AND 
DIGESTIVE DISEASES ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Notice of Meetings 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463. notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Arthritis. Metabolism, and Di¬ 
gestive Diseases Advisory Council. Na¬ 
tional Institute of Arthritis, Metabolism, 
and Digestive Diseases on November 14 
and November 15, 1974, from 9 a.m. to 
5 p.m.. in Building 31, Conference Room 
6, Bethesda. Maryland. This meeting will 
be open to the public from 9 a.m. to 1 pjn. 
on November 14, 1974, to discuss admin¬ 
istrative reports. Attendance by the pub¬ 
lic will be limited to space available. In 
addition, a meeting of the Digestive Dis¬ 
eases and Nutrition Subcommittee of 
above Council will be held from 8 ajn. to 
2 p.m. on November 13, 1974. in Building 
31. Room 9A51, Bethesda, Maryland. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552(b) (4) and 552 
(b)(6). Title 5, U.S. Code and section 
10(d) of P.L. 92-463, the meeting of the 
Council will be closed to the public on 
November 14 from 1 pm to 5 pm and Qn 
November 15, 1974, from 9 am to 5 pm, 
for the review, discussion and evaluation 
of individual grant applications. The Di¬ 
gestive Diseases and Nutrition Subcom¬ 
mittee of the above Council will be closed 
to the public from 8 am to 2 pm on No¬ 
vember 13, 1974, also for the review, dis¬ 
cussion and evaluation of individual 
grant applications. The applications con¬ 
tain information of a proprietary or con¬ 
fidential nature, including detailed re¬ 
search protocols, designs, and other tech¬ 
nical information; financial data, such 
as salaries; and personal information 
concerning individuals associated with 
the applications. 

Mr. Victor Wartofsky. Information 
Officer, NIAMDD, National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Room 9A04, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014, (301) 496- 
3583, will furnish rosters of committee 
members, summaries of the meetings, 
and other information pertaining to the 
meetings. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.309, National Institutes of 
Health) 


R. W. Lamont-Havers. 
Deputy Director, National 
Institutes of Health. 

October 3, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-23881 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am) 


NATIONAL ADVISORY CHILD HEALTH 
AND HUMAN DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463. notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
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National Advisory Child Health and 
Human Development Council, November 
18-19, 1S74, Building 31, Conference 
Room 6, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
on November 18 from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 
with current status reports from the 
Director, NICHD, Associate Director for 
Program Services, NICHD, a presenta¬ 
tion by a Council member, and the re¬ 
view of the Center for Population Re¬ 
search. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. In accordance 
with the provisions set forth in sections 
552(b)(4) and 552(b)(6), Title 5, U.S. 
Code and section 10(d) of PJL. 92-463, 
the meeting will be closed to the public 
on November 19 from 9 a.m. to adjourn¬ 
ment on November 19 for the review, 
discussion and evaluation of individual 
grant applications. The applications 
contain information of a proprietary or 
confidential nature, including detailed 
research protocols, designs, and other 
technical information; financial data, 
such as salaries; and personal informa¬ 
tion concerning individuals associated 
with the applications and proposals. 

Mrs. Marjorie Neff, Committee Man¬ 
agement Officer and Council Secretary, 
NICHD, Landow Building, Room C-603, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland, Area Code 301, 496-1756, will 
provide summaries of meetings and ros¬ 
ters of committee members as well as 
substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.317, National Institutes of 
Health.) 

R. W. Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 

October 3. 1974. 

|FR Doc.74-23878 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH SCIENCES COUNCIL 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law* 92-463, no¬ 
tice is hereby given of the meeting of 
the National Advisory Environmental 
Health Sciences Council, November 21- 
22, 1974, at the National Institute of 
Environmental Health Sciences, Build¬ 
ing 18 conference room, Research Tri¬ 
angle Park, North Carolina. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
on November 21. 1974, at 9 a.m. to report 
on legislative and interagency activities, 
and to discuss NIEHS intramural and 
extramural program activities, budget¬ 
ing plans and other items of interest. 

Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in Sections 552(b) (4) and 552(b) 
(6), Title 5, U.S. Code and Section 10(d) 
of P.L. 92-463, the meeting will be closed 
to the public on November 21, 1974, 
1 p.m. to adjournment on November 22. 
1974, for the review, discussion and eval¬ 
uation of individual grant applications. 


The applications contain information of 
a proprietary or confidential nature, in¬ 
cluding detailed research protocols, de¬ 
signs, and other technical information; 
financial data, such as salaries; and per¬ 
sonal information concerning individu¬ 
als associated with the applications and 
proposals. 

Leota B. Staff, Committee Manage¬ 
ment Officer, NIEHS, Westwood Build¬ 
ing. Room 404, Bethesda, Maryland 
20014, (301) 496-7483, will provide sum¬ 
maries of meetings and rosters of com¬ 
mittee members. Dr. Otto A. Bessey, As¬ 
sociate Director for Extramural Pro¬ 
grams. NIEHS, Westwood Building, 
Room 404, Bethesda. Maryland 20014, 
(301) 496-7483, will furnish substantive 
program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram Vo. 13-328. National Institutes of 
Health.) 

R. W. Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 

October 3, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-23880 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY EYE COUNCIL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463. notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the Na¬ 
tional Advisory Eye Council, National Eye 
Institute, November 19, 1974, in Building 
31C, conference room #7, National In¬ 
stitutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland. 
This meeting will be open to the public 
on November 19 from 9 a.m. to 12 noon 
for reporting on items of general interest 
by the Institute Director, a report from 
the Vision Research Program Planning 
Subcommittee, a summary of the 1974 
budget year, a report on the status of the 
fiscal year 1975 budget, and discussion 
on the status of the training and fellow¬ 
ship program under the National Re¬ 
search Service Award Act of 1974. At¬ 
tendance by the public will be limited to 
space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552(b)(4) and 552(b) 
(6), Title 5, U.S. Code and section 10(d) 
of PJL. 92-463, the meeting will be closed 
to the publicon November 19 from 1 p.m. 
to adjournment, for the review, discus¬ 
sion. and evaluation of individual grant 
applications. The applications contain 
information of a proprietary or con¬ 
fidential nature, Including detailed re¬ 
search protocols, designs, and other tech¬ 
nical information; financial data, such as 
salaries; and personal information con¬ 
cerning individuals associated with the 
applications and proposals. 

Mr. Julian Morris, Program Planning 
Officer, National Eye Institute, Building 
31. room 6A27, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (tele¬ 
phone (301) 496-5248) will furnish sum¬ 
maries of the meeting and rosters of com¬ 
mittee members. 

Substantive program information may 
also be obtained from Dr. Wilford L. 


Nusser, Acting Associate Director for Ex¬ 
tramural and Collaborative Programs 
National Eye Institute. Building 31, room 
6A52, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (telephone 
(301) 496-5301). 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.331, National Institutes of 
Health) 

R. W. Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy Driector, 
National Institute Council 

October 3, 1974. 

]FR Doc.74-23879 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 am} 


NATIONAL ADVISORY RESEARCH 
RESOURCES COUNCIL 

Notice or Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Advisory Research Resources 
Council, Division of Research Resources. 
November 21-22, 1974, Conference Room 
9, Building 31, Bethesda, Maryland 20014. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
from 9 a.m. to recess on November 21, 
1974 for; the conduct of Council busi¬ 
ness; reports of the Director and Assis¬ 
tant Director, DRR; review of the Gen¬ 
eral Clinical Research Centers Program; 
a discussion of Veterans Administration 
activities that are related to the Division; 
discussion of the term “human subjects;*’ 
and, a status report on Biotechnology 
Resource Sharing. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 
In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in section 552(b) 4 and section 
552(b) 6 of Title 5 U.S. Code, and section 
10(d) of Public Law 92-463, the meeting 
will be closed to the public on November 
22 from 9 a.m. to adjournment for the re¬ 
view. discussion, and evaluation of grant 
applications. The applications contain 
information of a proprietary or confiden¬ 
tial nature, including detailed research 
protocols, designs, and other technical 
information; financial data, such as sal¬ 
aries; and, personal information con¬ 
cerning individuals associated with the 
applications. 

Mr. James Augustine, Information 
Officer, Division of Research Resources, 
National Institutes of Health, Room 
5B39, Building 31, Bethesda, Maryland 
20014 (301) 496-5545, will provide sum¬ 
maries of the meeting and rosters of the 
Council members. Dr. James F. O Don¬ 
nell, Assistant Director, Division of Re¬ 
search Resources, National Institutes of 
Health, Room 5B05, Building 31, Bethes¬ 
da, Maryland 20014 (301) 496-6611. will 
furnish substantive program informa¬ 
tion. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.306, 13.333, 13.371, 13.375, 
13.835, National Institutes of Health.) 

R. W. Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 

October 3,1974. 

1FR Doc.74-23877 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 
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Social Security Administration 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON SOCIAL SECURITY 
Notice o? Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
pub. L. 92-463, that the Subcommittee on 
Financing of the Advisory Council on 
Social Security, established pursuant to 
706(a) of the Social Security Act, as 
amended, will meet cn Monday. October 
21.1974, from 3:30 p.m. to 6 p.m. in Room 
5542 HEW-North Building, Third and 
Independence Avenues SW.. Washington, 
D.C. The meeting of the Subcommittee 
is open to the public. 

Further information on the Advisory 
Council’s Subcommittee on Financing 
may be obtained from Mary Ross. Execu¬ 
tive Secretary of the Subcommittee. 
Room 438. Altmeyer Building, Social Se¬ 
curity Administration. 6401 Security 
Boulevard, Baltimore, Maryland 21235, 
telephone 301-594-2514. Members of the 
public planning to attend should send 
written notice of intent to the Executive 
Secretary. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram Numbers 13.800-13.807, Social Security 
Program.) 

Dated: October 10, 1974. 

Mary Ross, 

Executive Secretary, Advisory 
Council on Social Security , 
Subcommittee on Financing. 

[FR Doc.74-24049 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


(Docket Nos. 50—450 and 50-451) 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS; SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
SUMMIT POWER STATION 


Cancellation and Notice of New Meeting 

The October 18. 1974, meeting of the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards’ Subcommittee on Summit Pow¬ 
er Station. Units 1 and 2, originally 
scheduled to be held tn Los Angeles, has 
been cancelled. Notice of the October 18. 
1974, meeting was originally published 
at 39 F.R. 35701, October 3, 1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232b.), the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards’ Subcommittee on the Summit 
Power Station will hold a meeting on 
October 30. 1974. in Room 1046 at 1717 
H Street, NW, Washington. D.C. 

The purpose of the October 30. 1974, 
meeting will be to develop Information 
for consideration by the ACRS in its re¬ 
view of the application by the Delmarva 
Power and Light Company for a permit 
to construct the Summit Power Station 
Units 1 and 2. 

The following constitutes that portion 
or the Subcommittee’s agenda for the 
above meeting which will be open to 
the public: 


W ^ e f day ’ t^tober 30. 1974. 9 %jm. until the 
conclusion of business. 


The Subcommittee will hear presentations 
by representatives of the Regulatory Staff 
and the Delmarva Power and Light Company 
and will hold discussions with these groups 
pertinent to Its review of matters related to 
the application for a construction permit 
for the Summit Power Station, Unite 1 and 2. 

In connection with the above agenda 
item, the Subcommittee will hold Execu¬ 
tive Sessions, not open to the public, at 
approximately 8:30 a.m. and at the end 
of the day to consider matters related 
to the above review. These sessions will 
involve an exchange of opinions and dis¬ 
cussion of preliminary views and recom¬ 
mendations of Subcommittee Members 
and internal deliberations for the pur¬ 
pose of formulating recommendations to 
the ACRS. 

In addition to the Executive Sessions, 
the Subcommittee may hold one or more 
closed sessions with representatives of 
the Regulatory Stall and Applicant for 
the purpose of discussing privileged in¬ 
formation relating to the matters under 
review, if necessary. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463. 
that the above-noted Executive Sessions 
will consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, 
the discussion of which, if written, would 
fall within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b) and that closed sessions may be 
held, if necessary, to discuss certain 
documents and information which are 
privileged and fall within exemption (4) 
of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). Further, any non¬ 
exempt material that will be discussed 
during the above closed sessions will be 
inextricably intertwined with exempt 
material, and no further separation of 
this material is considered practical. It 
is essential to close such portions of the 
meeting to protect the free interchange 
of internal views, to avoid undue inter¬ 
ference with agency or Subcommittee 
operation and to avoid public disclosure 
of proprietary information. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or 
schedule. 

The Ch3irman of the Subcommittee is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
manner that in his judgment will facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business, in¬ 
cluding provisions to carry over an in- 
completed open session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the 
following requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda item may 
do so by mailing 25 copies thereof, post¬ 
marked no later than October 23. 1974 to the 
Executive Secretary, Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards. U.S. Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20545. Such com¬ 
ments shall be based upon documents on file 
and available for public Inspection at the 
Atomic Energy Commission's Public Docu¬ 
ment Room. 1717 H Street NW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20545. and at the Newark Free Library, 
Elkton and Delaware Roads, Newark. Dela¬ 
ware 19711. 

(b) Those persons submitting a written 
statement in accordance with paragraph (a) 
above may request an opportunity to make 
oral statements concerning the written 


statement. Such requests shall accompany 
the written statement and shall set forth 
reasons Justifying the need for such oral 
statement and its usefulness to the Sub¬ 
committee. To the extent that the time avail¬ 
able for the meeting permits, the Subcom¬ 
mittee will receive oral statements during 
a period of no more than 30 minutes at an 
appropriate time, chosen by the Chairman 
of the Subcommittee, between the hours of 
2 p.m. and 4 pjn. on October 30. 1974. 

(c) Requests for the opportunity to make 
oral statements shall be ruled on by the 
Chairman of the Subcommittee who Is em¬ 
powered to apportion the time available 
am eng those selected by him to make oral 
statements. 

(d> Information as to whether the meet¬ 
ing has been cancelled or rescheduled and 
In regard to the Chairman's ruling on re¬ 
quests for the opportunity to present oral 
statements, and the time allotted, can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call on 
October 25, 1974 to the Office of the Execu¬ 
tive Secretary of the Committee (telephone 
301-973-5640) between 8:30 a.m. and 5:15 
p.m.. Eastern Daylight Time. 

(e) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and its 
consultants. 

(f) Seating for the public will be avail¬ 
able on a first-come, first-served basis. 

(g) The u~e of still, motion picture, and 
televislcn cameras, the physical installation 
and presence of which will not Interfere with 
the conduct cf the meeting, will be permit¬ 
ted both before and after the meeting and 
during any recess. The use of such equip¬ 
ment will not, however, be allowed while the 
meeting Is in session. 

(h) Persons desiring to attend portions 
of the meeting where proprietary informa¬ 
tion is to be discussed may do so by provid¬ 
ing to the Executive Secretary, Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20545, 7 days 
prior to the meeting, a copy of an executed 
agreement with the owner of the proprietary 
information to safeguard this material. 

(i) A copy of the transcript of the open 
portion of the meeting will be available for 
1 ispectlon on or after November 1, 1974 at 
the Atomic Energy Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20545, and within approximately 
nine days at the Newark Free Library. Elkton 
and Delaware Roads. Newark. Delaware 19711. 
Copies of the transcript may be reproduced 
in the Public Document Room or may be 
obtained from Ace Federal Reporters. Inc^ 
415 Second Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20002 (telephone 202-547-6222) upon pay¬ 
ment of appropriate charges. 

(J) On request, copies of the Minutes of 
the meeting will be made available for in¬ 
spection at the Atomic Energy Commission's 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20545 after January 30. 
1975. Copies may be obtained upon payment 
of appropriate charges. 

Joe B. LaGrokf, 

Acting Advisory Committee 

Management Officer . 

(FR Doc.74-23883 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-293] 

BOSTON EDISON CO. 

Proposed I suance of Amendment to 
Facility Operating License 

The Atomic Energy Commission (the 
Commission) is considering the issuance 
of an amendment to Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-35 issued to the Bos- 
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ton Edison Co. (the licensee) for opera¬ 
tion of the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Sta¬ 
tion (the facility), a boiling water reac¬ 
tor located in Plymouth County, Massa¬ 
chusetts, and currently authorized for 
operation at power levels up to 1998 
MWt. 

Th* license amendment would revise 
the Technical Specifications for the 
facility to incorporate increased interim 
surveillance requirements for the high 
eneniy fluid piping outside containment 
penoing completion and acceptance of 
certain modifications to the facility to 
assure that it will withstand the con¬ 
sequences of postulated ruptures in the 
high energy fluid piping outside contain¬ 
ment without loss of capability to achieve 
and maintain safe shutdown of the fa¬ 
cility as required by the Commission’s 
regulations. 

By November 11, 1974, the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing and any 
person whose interest may be affected 
by this proceeding may file a petition 
for leave to intervene. Requests for a 
hearing and petitions for leave to in¬ 
tervene shall be filed in accordance with 
the Commission’s “Rules of Practice” in 
10 CFR Part 2 (§ 2.714). If a request for 
a hearing or petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time prescribed 
in this notice, the Commission will is¬ 
sue a notice of hearing or an appropriate 
order. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the Commission’s letters to 
the licensee dated December 18,1972, and 
January 19, 1973 and the licensee’s re¬ 
port on pipe failures dated August 1973 
transmitted by letter dated August 27, 
1973. All of these documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington. D.C., and at the Ply¬ 
mouth Public Library on North Street in 
Plymouth, Massachusetts. As the Safety 
Evaluation Report to be prepared by the 
Directorate of Licensing on the subject 
of pipe failures and the license amend¬ 
ment become available, they may be in¬ 
spected at the above locations and a copy 
of each may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545, 
Attention: Deputy Director for Reactor 
Projects, Directorate of Licensing— 
Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 4th 
day of October, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 2, Directorate of 
Licensing. 

1FR Doc.74-23927 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 amj 


(Docket No. 50-3091 

MAINE YANKEE ATOMIC POWER CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission (the Com¬ 
mission) has issued Amendment No. 6 to 


Facility Operating License No. DPR-36 
issued to Maine Yankee Atomic Power 
Co. which revised Technical Specifica¬ 
tions for operation of the Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Station located in Lincoln 
County, Maine. The amendment is effec¬ 
tive as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment authorizes use of one 
unirradiated fuel assembly in place of 
another unirradiated fuel assembly that 
was damaged before reactor startup. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see ( 1 ) the application for 
amendment dated October 2, 1974, (2) 
amendment No. 6 to License No. DPR- 
36, with any attachments, and (3) the 
Commission’s related Safety Evaluation. 
All of these items are available for pub¬ 
lic inspection at the Commission’s Pub¬ 
lic Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C., and at the Wiscasset 
Public Library Association, High Street. 
Wiscasset, Maine 04578. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Deputy 
Director for Reactor Proj 2 cts, Director¬ 
ate of Licensing—Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 4th 
day of October 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert A. Purple, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 1 , Directorate 
of Licensing. 

|FR Doc.74-23884 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-244] 

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORP. 

Issuance ol Amendment to Provisional 
. Operating Licence 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission (the Com¬ 
mission) has issued Amendment No. 4 
to Provisional Operating License No. 
DPR-18 issued to Rochester Gas and 
Electric Corp. which revised Technical 
Specifications for operation of the R. E. 
Ginna Nuclear Power Plant, Unit No. 1, 
located in Wayne County, New York. The 
amendment is effective as of its date of 
issuance. 

The amendment corrects the accumu¬ 
lator water level limits based on recalcu¬ 
lation of the internal volume of the ac¬ 
cumulators. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate find¬ 
ings as required by the Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations in 10 


CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in 
the license amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see ( 1 ) the application for 
amendment dated September 27, 1974 
( 2 ) Amendment No. 4 to License No. 
DPR-18, with any attachments, and ( 3 ) 
the Commission’s related Safety Evalua¬ 
tion. All of these items are available for 
public inspection at the Commission Pub¬ 
lic Docuipent Room. 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C., at the Lyons Public 
Library, 67 Canal Street, Lyons. New 
York 14489. and at the Rochester Public 
Library, 115 South Avenue, Rochester 
New York 14604. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Deputy 
Director for Reactor Projects, Director¬ 
ate of Licensing—Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 8th 
day of October 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert A. Purple, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. l $ Directorate 
of Licensing. 

(FR Doc.74-23885 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket 26842( 

CAPITOL INTERNATIONAL AIRWAYS, INC. 
AND UNION DE TRANSPORTS AERIENS 

Aircraft Purchase and Lease Transaction, 
Order of Approval 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
statutory requirements of section 408(b) 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, that the undersigned intends 
to issue the attached order under dele¬ 
gated authority. Interested persons are 
hereby afforded until October 18, 1974 
within which to file comments or re¬ 
quest a hearing with respect to the action 
proposed in the order. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 9, 
1974. 

[seal] William B. Caldwell, Jr., 
Director, Bureau of 
Operating Rights. 

Application of Capitol International 
Airways, Inc. and Union de Transports 
Aeriens for approval, disclaimer of juris¬ 
diction or exemption of an aircraft pur¬ 
chase and lease transaction. 

Capitol International Airways, Inc. 
(Capitol) and Union de Transport Aeri¬ 
ens (UTA) request that the Board ap¬ 
prove without hearing, disclaim jurisdic¬ 
tion, or exempt, pursuant to section 408 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as 
amended (the Act) the lease and pur¬ 
chase of one DC8-55F by UTA from Capi¬ 
tol. The selling price of the aircraft is 
$4,840,000. The aircraft will be leased by 
UTA from Capitol in the interim to r 
$85,000 per month. 

In support of the request, applicants 
state that the transaction does not affect 
the control of an air carrier directly en¬ 
gaged in the operation of aircraft in air 
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transportation, does not create a monop¬ 
oly and thereby tend to restrain com¬ 
petition, nor does it jeopardize another 
air carrier. Applicants further state that 
the aircraft will not be used in air trans¬ 
portation; that it is excess to the re¬ 
quirements of Capitol; and that the pro¬ 
ceeds of the sale will assist the latter in 
meeting its cash flow requirements. Ap¬ 
plicants maintain that this aircraft con¬ 
stitutes 12.5 percent of the total number 
and 11 percent of the uplift capacity of 
Capitol’s fleet. 

No comments relative to the applica¬ 
tion have been received. 

Notice of intent to dispose of the ap¬ 
plication without hearing has been pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register and a copy 
of such notice has been furnished by the 
Board to the Attorney General not later 
than the day following date of publica¬ 
tion, both in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of section 408(b) of the Act. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing, it 
is concluded that the lease and purchase 
of the subject DC8 aircraft by UTA from 
Capitol involves a substantial part of the 
properties of Capitol and therefore is 
subject to section 408(a)(2) of the Act. 
However, it is further concluded that the 
transaction does not affect the control of 
an air carrier directly engaged in the op¬ 
eration of aircraft in air transportation, 
does not result in creating a monopoly 
and does not tend to restrain competi¬ 
tion. Furthermore, no person disclosing a 
substantial interest in this proceeding is 
currently requesting a hearing, and it is 
concluded that the public interest does 
not require a hearing. It appears that 
Cepitol is able to consummate its obliga¬ 
tions under the lease and purchase agree¬ 
ment without depriving itself of aircraft 
necessary to meet its own commitments. 
In addition, the transaction is similar to 
others approved by the Board.* Under all 
the circumstances, it is not found that 
the lease and purchase transaction will 
be inconsistent with the public interest 
or that the conditions of section 408 will 
be unfulfilled. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board in the Board’s regulations, 
14 CFR 385.13 and 385.3, it is found that 
the foregoing lease and purchase trans¬ 
action should be approved under section 
408(b) of the Act without a hearing, and 
that to the extent the application re¬ 
quests alternative relief it should be dis¬ 
missed. 

Accordingly it is ordered that: 

1. The purchase and interim lease of 
one DC8-55F by UTA from Capitol as 
described herein be and it hereby is ap¬ 
proved. 

2. Except to the extent granted herein, 
the application is dismissed. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order pursuant to the 
Board’s Regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 


1 Of. World Airways, Inc.—Korean Air Lines 
° rder 74 - 6 ~ 16 * June 4, 1974, Docket 


Board upon expiration of the above 
period unless within such period a peti¬ 
tion for review thereof is filed or the 
Board gives notice that it will review this 
order on its own motion. 

|PR Doc.74-23946 Plied 10-ll-74;8:45 am) 


(Docket 26487. Order 74-10-32) 

TRANSATLANTIC, TRANSPACIFIC AND 
• LATIN AMERICAN MAIL RATES 

Order Fixing Final and Temporary Mail 
Rates 

October 8,1974. 

By Order 74-9-66, dated September 19, 
1974, the Board directed the parties to 
show cause why the Board should not 
establish 13.787 cents per ton-mile as 
the fair and reasonable temporary rate 
of compensation to be paid by the Post¬ 
master General to the carriers for the 
transportation of space-available mail 
(SAM) for the period on and after 
March 8, 1974. In addition, the Board 
directed the parties to show cause why 
the Board should not establish 12.31 
cents per ton-mile as the fair and rea¬ 
sonable final rate of compensation to be 
paid by the Postmaster General to 
Continental Air Lines, Inc. (Conti¬ 
nental). for the carriage of SAM to. 
from, and within the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific for the period on and after 
March 8, 1974. 

The time designated for filing notice 
of objection has elapsed, and no notice of 
objection or answer to the order has been 
filed by any party. All parties have 
therefore waived the right to a hearing 
and all other procedural steps short of 
a decision by the Board fixing the pro¬ 
posed service m?.il rates. 

In the absence of objections to the 
rates proposed, the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth in Order 74-9-66 are 
hereby reaffirmed and adopted. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 406 thereof, the 
Board’s Regulations, 14 CFR 302 and 
the authority delegated by the Board in 
14 CFR 385.16(g); 

It is ordered that: 

1. The fair and reasonable temporary 
rates of compensation to be paid to the 
carriers by the Postmaster General for 
the transportation by aircraft, the fa¬ 
cilities used and useful therefor, and the 
service connected therewith, for the car¬ 
riage of space-available mail (SAM) on 
and after March 8,1974, shall be those set 
forth in Appendix A attached to Order 
74-9-66, September 19,1974, for the areas 
set forth therein. 1 

2. The fair and reasonable final rate 
of compensation to be paid by the Post¬ 
master General to Continental Air Lines, 
Inc., for the transportation by aircraft, 
the facilities used and useful therefor, 
and the service connected therewith, for 
the carriage of SAM, as provided for by 


* These rates are subject to retroactive ad¬ 
justment to March 8.1974. as may be required 
by orders establishing temporary or final 
SAM rates at different levels. 


4 

sections 3041(b) and 3041(c) of the 
United States Code, to, from, and within 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific for the 
period on and after March 8, 1974, shall 
be 12.31 cents per ton-mile. 

3. The terms and conditions applicable 
to the transportation of SAM shall be 
those set forth in Order E-25654 (47 
C.A.B. 957 (1967)). as amended Order 
E-26713 (48 C.A.B. 810 (1968)), and 
Order 72-2-22, February 7, 1972 (for 
Continental’s service to. from, and with¬ 
in the Trust Territory); and the mail 
ton-miles shall be based upon nonstop 
great-circle ton-miles in accordance 
with Order 73-4-16, April 3,1973. 

4. The service mail rates shall be paid 
for in their entirety by the Postmaster 
General. 

5. This order shall be served on Airlift 
International, Inc., Alaska Airlines, Inc., 
American Airlines. Inc., Branlff Airways, 
Inc., Continental Air Lines, Inc., Delta 
Airlines, Inc., Eastern Air Lines, Inc., 
The Flying Tiger Line Inc., Hughes Air 
Corp., d/b/a Hughes Airwest, Mackey 
International. Inc., National Airlines, 
Inc., Northwest Airlines. Inc., Pan Amer¬ 
ican World Airways, Inc., Seaboard 
World Airlines, Inc., Trans World Air¬ 
lines, Inc., United Air Lines, Inc., West¬ 
ern Air Lines, Inc., The Postmaster Gen¬ 
eral, and the Department of Defense. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order pursuant to the 
Board’s regulations. 14 CFR 385.50, may 
do so within ten days after the date of 
service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon the expiration of the above 
period unless within such period a peti¬ 
tion for review thereof is filed, or the 
Board gives notice that it will review this 
order on its own motion. 

This order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23947 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 ami 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS 
PRODUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN 
THE REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

October 9. 1974. 

On January 4, 1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
1102) a letter dated December 27, 1973 
from the Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements, 
to the Commissioner of Customs, imple¬ 
menting those provisions of the Bilateral 
Agreement of December 30, 1971, as 
amended, between the Governments of 
the United States and the Republic of 
China which establish specific export 
limitations on certain cotton textile 
products, produced or manufactured in 
the Republic of China and exported to 
the United States during the twelve- 
month period beginning on January 1, 
1974 and extending through Decem- 
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ber 31, 1974. As set forth in that letter, 
the levels of restraint are subject to 
adjustment pursuant to paragraph 15 
which provides for administrative 
arrangements. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the provision 
of the bilateral agreement referred to 
above, there is published below a letter 
dated October 9, 1974 from the Chair¬ 
man of the Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements to the 
Commissioner of Customs, increasing the 
levels of restraint applicable to cotton 
textile products in categories 63 and 64 
by 100,000 pounds each for the twelve- 
month period which began on January 1, 
1974. The levels of restraint applicable 
to these two categories were amended by 
directive of September 5, 1974 to provide 
for the carryover of shortfalls from the 
previous agreement year (See 39 FR 
32934). 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements , and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance, 
U.S . Department of Com¬ 
merce. 

Dear Mb. Commissioner : On December 27. 
1973, the Chairman, Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements, directed 
you to prohibit entry during the twelve- 
month period beginning January 1, 1974 of 
cotton textile products In certain specified 
categories, produced or manufactured in tbe 
Republic of China, in excess of designated 
levels of restraint. The Chairman further ad¬ 
vised you that the levels cf restraint are sub¬ 
ject to adjustment. 1 The directive of Decem¬ 
ber 27, 1973 was previously amended by di¬ 
rective of September 5. 1974. 

Pursuant to paragraph 15 of the Bilateral 
Cotton Textile Agreement of December 30, 
1971, as amended, between the Governments 
of the United States and the Republic of 
China, and in accordance with the provisions 
of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, 
you are directed to Increase, effective as soon 
as possible and for the twelve-month period 
beginning on January 1, 1074 and extending 
through December 31, 1974, the levels of re¬ 
straint applicable to cotton textile products 
In categories 63 and 64 by 100,000 pounds 
each to the following amounts: 


Amended 12-month level 
Category of restraint 3 

63 _ 347,464 pounds. 

64 _ 334,155 pounds. 


* The term "adjustment" refers to those 
provisions of the Bilateral Cotton Textile 
Agreement of December 30, 1971, as amend¬ 
ed, between the Governments of the United 
States and the Republic of China which pro¬ 
vide, in part, that within the aggregate and 
applicable group limits, limits on certain 
categories may be exceeded by not more than 
5 percent; fer the limited carryover of short¬ 
falls in certain categories to the next agree¬ 
ment year; for limited Inter-flter flexibility 
between cotton textile and manmade fiber 
textile products of the comparable category; 
and for administrative arrangements. 

•These amended levels of restraint have 
not been adjusted to reflect any entries made 
on or after January 1,1974. 

The actions taken with respect to the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Republic of China and with 
respect to imports of cotton textile products 
from the Republic of China have been deter¬ 
mined by the Committee for the Implemen¬ 
tation of Textile Agreements to Involve for¬ 


eign affairs functions of the United States. 
Therefore, the directions to the Commission¬ 
er of Customs, being necessary to the imple¬ 
mentation of such actions, fall within the 
foreign affairs exception to the rule-making 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 653. This letter will 
be published In the Federal Register. 

|FR Doc.74-23929 Filed 10-H-74;8:45 am] 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

BICYCLE REFLECTORIZED TAPE 
Notice of Meeting 

The Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission gives notice that William P. 
Menza of the Office of Standards Coordi¬ 
nation and Appraisal will meet with 
Harold Sessions and Russell Sessions of 
R. J. Sales, Inc., Lansing, Michigan to 
discuss the company’s reflective products 
as they pertain to use on bicycles. The 
meeting will be held October 23, 1974, at 
10 a.m. in Room 801, Westwood Towers 
Building, 5401 Westbard Avenue, Be- 
thesda, Maryland. 

The Commission promulgated bicycle 
safety standards July 16, 1974 (39 PR 
26100) to be effective January 1, 1975. 
The Commission plans to propose for 
comment a revised effective date of 
May 1, 1975. 

For further Information, or to arrange 
for attendance at this meeting, inter¬ 
ested parties may contact Mr. Menza, 
Office of Standards Coordination and 
Appraisal, telephone (301) 496-7606. 

Dated: October 8 . 1974. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 
Secretary , Consumer Product 
Safety Commission. 

fPR Doc.74-23908 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL 276-1] 

VOLUNTARY FUEL ECONOMY LABELING 

Program for 1975 Model Automobiles 

Notice Is hereby given that the Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency and the 
Federal Energy Administration are joint¬ 
ly sponsoring the 1975 model year volun¬ 
tary fuel economy labeling program for 
automobiles. 

In his Energy Message to Congress on 
April 18, 1973, President Nixon assigned 
4he Environmental Protection Agency 
the responsibility to develop a program 
for informing the public as to the fuel 
economy characteristics of automobiles. 
The program calls for voluntary support 
from automobile manufacturers in label¬ 
ing each vehicle for fuel economy. The 
Federal Register notice of August 27, 
1973 (38 FR 22944) discussed the 1974 
model year program. For 1975 the auto¬ 
mobile -fuel economy labeling program 
will be sponsored jointly by the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) and the 
Federal Energy Administration (FEA). 
EPA will handle the technical work re¬ 
lated to the testing of vehicles and the 
analysis of data; FEA will take the lead 


on the public education and information 
aspects of the program. The joint spon¬ 
sorship of the program by EPA and FEA 
will be emphasized in all materials re¬ 
lated to the program, i.e., the fuel econ¬ 
omy labels, the EPA/FEA 1975 Gas Mile¬ 
age Guide for New Car Buyers , and re¬ 
lated materials. 

The procedures set forth in this notice 
shall govern the 1975 model year pro¬ 
gram. However, with a view toward 
future year programs, interested persons 
are invited to express their views on the 
program by submitting written com¬ 
ments in triplicate to the Deputy Assist¬ 
ant Administrator, Office of Mobile 
Source Air Pollution Control, U.S. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460. The Environmental 
Protection Agency and the Federal 
Energy Administration are particularly 
interested in receiving comments on the 
effectiveness of the recommended vehicle 
label and the test procedure used to de¬ 
rive fuel economy data. 

Comments received will be available 
for public inspection at the Freedom of 
Information Center, Room 232 West 
Tower, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460, during normal working hours. 

(A) Purpose and goals. The funda¬ 
mental objective of the fuel economy 
labeling program is to reduce energy 
usage in the transportation sector. The 
following goals are intermediate to this 
principal aim: (1) increase public aware¬ 
ness of factors which influence fuel 
economy; (2) influence consumers to 
purchase vehicles with good fuel econ¬ 
omy; and (3) influence manufacturers 
to produce vehicles with improved fuel 
economy. 

(B) Definitions. (1) As used herein, all 
terms not defined below shall have the 
meaning given them in the Clean Air Act 
or in 40 CFR Part 85, Control of Air 
Pollution from New Motor Vehicles and 
New Motor Vehicle Engines. 

(2) “Fuel Economy” means the miles 
a motor vehicle can be driven on a speci¬ 
fied driving cycle per gallon of fuel. The 
expression used to calculate both the city 
and the highway fuel economy based 
upon analyses of the exhaust gas derived 
from the city and highway driving cycle 
is listed in the Appendix. 

(3) “Federal Emission Test Proce¬ 
dure” refers to the dynamometer driving 
schedule, dynamometer procedure, and 
sampling and analytical procedures de¬ 
scribed in 40 CFR Part 85 for the 1975 
model year, which are used to derive city 
fuel economy data. 

(4) “Vehicle Configuration” means a 
unique combination of engine configura¬ 
tion, inertia weight, transmission type 
and axle ratio. 

(5) “Fuel Economy Data Vehicle” 
means a vehicle which is selected from 
a specific vehicle configuration for fuel 
economy testing for the purpose of this 
program. 

(6) “City driving cycle” refers to the 
driving schedule in the Federal Emission 
Test Procedure, which is designed to 
simulate an average trip of 7.5 miles at 
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an average speed of just under 20 miles 
per hour in an urbrn area. It consists of 
cold-engine startup and vehicle opera¬ 
tion on a chassis dynamometer through a 
specified driving schedule (2.4 stops per 
mile). 

(7) “Highway driving cycle" refers to 
the driving schedule in the Federal High¬ 
way Fuel Economy Test Procedure which 
Is designed to simulate nonmetropolitan 
driving with an average speed of 48.6 
miles per hour and a maximum speed of 
60 miles per horn-. The cycle is 10.2 miles 
long with .2 stops per mile and consists 
of hot-engine startup and vehicle opera¬ 
tion on a chassis dynamometer. See 
Appendix. 

(D) Program Description. (1) Each 
participating manufacturer will place 
purchaser-removable stickers on each 
automobile. Manufacturers may choose 
to label their vehicles either with specific 
or general information. 

(2) The label must be of a reasonable 
she and consistent in content and format 
as indicated in illustrative labels (Fig¬ 
ures 1 through 4). The label must be 
prominently displayed, either on the 
same window as the price sticker or on 
the passenger side window or other loca¬ 
tion approved by EPA in coordination 
with FEA, and present the fuel economy 
for city and highway driving. 

(3) Where possible, the effective date 
for implementing the labeling program 
is to be the start of the 1975 model year 
production or, if not possible, as soon 
thereafter as practical. 

(4) Manufacturers are encouraged to 
make available to dealers, for distribu¬ 
tion and for display in the showroom, the 
EPA/FEA 1975 Gas Mileage Guide for 
New Car Buyers and information ex¬ 
plaining the effects of optional equip¬ 
ment and other factors on fuel economy. 

(E) Description of vehicle labels . Two 
basic types of labels will be used in the 
Voluntary Fuel Economy Labeling Pro¬ 
gram: (1) General Labels, and (2) Spe¬ 
cific Labels. Manufacturers may use 
either label, at their option, on any ve¬ 
hicle configuration in their mobel line. 
However, if a manufacturer elects to par¬ 
ticipate in the program he obligates him¬ 
self to place a label on every car in his 
product line, after the manufacturer 
commences labeling. 

(1) The general label (Figure 1) will 
present the sales-weighted average of 
fuel economy values (by car line separ¬ 
ately for passenger cars and wagons) of 
all emission data, and fuel economy data 
vehicles with the same engine, i.e., cubic 
inch displacement, number of cylinders, 
fuel system, and catalyst usage. The fuel 
economy value will be expressed in terms 
of the nearest whole mile per gallon. 

(2) Manufacturers may choose to list 
the range of data used to derive the 
sales-weighted average, as well as the 
sales-weighted average itself, on the 
label. If the manufacturer chooses this 
option, he is to use the range and sales- 


weighted average on all his general labels 
(Figure 2). If a manufacturer wishes to 
print on one label the fuel economy 
values for several engines available with¬ 
in the same car line, and circle or other¬ 
wise highlight the appropriate engine 
and fuel economy numbers for the vehicle 
to which the label is attached, he may do 
so (Figure 3). 

(3) The specific fuel economy label 
(Figure 4) will present the EPA-an- 
proved fuel economy values for the 
specific vehicle configuration, sales- 
weighted by car line. The fuel economy 
values will be rounded to the nearest 
whole mile per gallon. Manufacturers 
may choose to differentiate specific from 
general labels by shape, color, size or 
some other readily apparent feature. 
Similarly, California and 49-state labels 
may be differentiated from each other. 
EPA and FEA encourage manufacturers 
to participate extensively in the specific 
labeling program since specific labels, 
representing the fuel economy results of 
individual vehicle configurations, are 
most representative of the expected fuel 
economy of the vehicles on which they 
appear. 

(4) The general and specific labels 
must include all of the narrative expla¬ 
nations given for each type of label in 
Figures 1-4. 

(F) Source of label fuel economy data. 

(1) As indicated in sections E. 1. and 3., 
fuel economy values will be sales- 
weighted by car line. For the purpose of 
calculating fuel economy, the term "car 
line" shall denote the basic means of 
identifying the vehicle. Examples of car 
lines are Gremlin. Nova, Torino, Satel¬ 
lite, or Super Beetle. Station wagons will 
be identified separately from passenger 
cars in each car line. Combinations 
equipped with catalysts, and those ve¬ 
hicles certified to meet California stand¬ 
ards, will also be identified separately. 
City and highway fuel economy values 
will be reported for each combination 
of car line and engine. City and highway 
fuel economy data will be listed sepa¬ 
rately on the label to enable consumers 
to determine for themselves, based on the 
kind of driving they do, how the city and 
highway values should be combined. 

(2) In order to incorporate as many 
vehicles as possible into the source of 
data for the label, EPA will permit man¬ 
ufacturers to test additional fuel econ¬ 
omy data vehicles of certified vehicle 
configurations other than those desig¬ 
nated by EPA as emission data vehicles. 
Manufacturers may submit the test re¬ 
sults from such fuel economy data ve¬ 
hicles and, if the data are reasonable as 
confirmed through testing or otherwise 
determined by EPA. the test results will 
be included in the fuel economy compu¬ 
tations. To the extent possible, the man¬ 
ufacturers’ fuel economy data vehicles 
will be operated in a manner similar to 
emission data vehicles (Ref. 40 CFR Part 
85). In addition, the manufacturers’ fuel 
economy data vehicles must meet emis¬ 


sion standards in order to be acceptable 
to EPA. 

(3) The fuel economy values listed for 
each car line/engine combination will 
be rounded to the nearest whole mile per 
gallon, and will consist of a sales- 
weighted average by car line, based on 
vehicle weight. The sales-weighted aver¬ 
age will be calculated from the fuel econ¬ 
omy results of all EPA tests of a manu¬ 
facturer’s cars that use the same engine, 
as well as from other data submitted by 
the manufacturer and approved by EPA. 
By calculating fuel economy in this man¬ 
ner. even though a particular car line 
may not have been tested, EPA can esti¬ 
mate its fuel economy figures. 

(4) For the general fuel economy label, 
each car line/engine combination will be 
identified separately by number of cyl¬ 
inders, displacement and fuel system 
(e g., 2 barrel carburetor, fuel injection). 
The specific label will subdivide each car 
line/engine combination into finer di¬ 
visions of the engine, taking into consid¬ 
eration the transmission, axle ratio, and 
weight. 

(5) Since all EPA tests were conducted 
in exactly the same manner, the fuel 
economy of different vehicles can easily 
be compared. However, it is difficult to 
compare EPA test results to results from 
other types of tests, since fuel economy 
is affected by a wide range of factors in¬ 
cluding the manner in which the vehicle 
is driven, type of route and terrain trav¬ 
eled, speed, vehicle weight, and many 
others. Detailed information concerning 
the computation of the fuel economy of 
each car /line engine combination is 
available by writing: Chief. Certification 
& Surveillance Division Staff, Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency, 2565 Plym¬ 
outh Road, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48105. 

(G) Conditions of participation in fu?.l 
economy labeling program. (1) The fol¬ 
lowing are conditions for participation 
by the manufacturer in the program: 

(a) The manufacturer will arrange to 
display a fuel economy label in the loca¬ 
tions described in section D. 2. above on 
every gasoline fueled light duty vehicle, 
light duty truck, and diesel-powered 
light duty vehicle which is manufactured 
by him for sale in the United States. 

(b) The manufacturer will include only 
EPA-approved test results on the vehi¬ 
cle label. 

(c) In performing his own testing for 
the purpose of this program, the manu¬ 
facturer will use only the specified test 
procedure and will submit both emission 
and fuel economy results to EPA for re¬ 
view. 

(d) The manufacturer agrees to pro¬ 
vide to EPA any fuel economy data vehi¬ 
cle for which the EPA elects to conduct 
confirmatory tests. Failure to do so would 
result in rejection from consideration of 
data from that vehicle. 

(2) The conditions under which ter¬ 
mination of participation in the program 
would occur are: 
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(a) The Environmental Protection 
Agency, upon finding that the manufac¬ 
turer is not reasonably complying with 
the conditions of participation, may di¬ 
rect the manufacturer to cease using the 
EPA-approved labels. The manufacturer 
will first be given an opportunity to show 
cause why his participation should not be 
terminated. 

(b) A manufacturer may terminate 
his participation in this program at any 
time by giving written notice to EPA. 

(H) Availability of the EPA/FEA 1975 
Gas Mileage Guide for New Car Buyers. 
<1) To provide a consolidated listing of 
all information appearing on general 
labels, EPA and PEA will publish the 
EPA/FEA 1975 Gas Mileage Guide for 
New Car Buyers . The Guide will list man¬ 
ufacturers alphabetically. Vehicles will 
not be identified or grouped by weight 
nor ranked in order of decreasing fuel 
economy as in 1974. Light trucks will be 
included and listed by manufacturer in 
a separate section in the back of the 
Guide. 

(2) There will be two separate guides 
for 1975: one for 49-state vehicles and 
another for California vehicles. The 
California Guide will include all vehicles 
which have been certified against the 
more stringent California standards un¬ 
less the manufacturer notifies EPA that 
specific configurations, although eligible 
for sale, are not intended to be offered 
for sale in California. The 49-state 
Guide will include all vehicles which have 
been certified against the 49-state stand¬ 
ards and California vehicles for which no 
apparent corresponding 49-state con¬ 
figuration exists, unless the manufac¬ 
turer notifies the EPA that specific con¬ 
figurations, although eligible to be sold, 
are not intended to be marketed outside 
of California. 

(3) The Guide will be published around 
October 1, 1974, and will be available by 
writing to Fuel Economy, Pueblo, Colo¬ 
rado 81009. The first edition of the Guide 
will include those vehicles certified be¬ 
fore September 1, 1974. Cars certified 
after September 1, 1974 will be added to 
the original list and published in a later 
edition. 

Roger Sant, 

Assistant Administrator for 
Conservation and Environ¬ 
ment, Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Roger Strelow, 

Assistant Administrator for Air 
and Waste Management, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agen¬ 
cy. 

September 20, 1974. 


Figure 1 

General Label 




Based on the results of tests conducted 
or certified by the U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY, the typical gas 
mileage of this car is estimated to be: 



Vehicle: Torino, 8 cylinder, 351 cubic inch displacement engine, 
2 barrel carburetor. 


10 MILES PER GALLON FOR CITY DRIVING 


and 

16 MILES PER GALLON FOR HIGHWAY DRIVING 


These estimates are based on tests of vehicles equipped with frequently 
purchased optional equipment. 


REMINDER: The actual fuel economy of this car will vary depending upon the 
type of driving you do, your driving habits, how well you maintain your 
car, optional equipment installed, and road and weather conditions. 


To compare the fuel economy of thi3 car with other 1975 cars, and to learn 
how the tests were conducted, write for the EPA/FEA 1975 Gas Mileage Guide 
for New Car Buyers to Fuel Economy, Pueblo, Colo. 81009. 


Figure 2 

Optional General Label with Range 



Based on the results of tests conducted" 
or certified by the U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY, the typical gas 
mileage of this car (and the range of all 
vehiclaa of this type tested) is estimated 
to be: 



Vehicle: Torino, 8 cylinder, 351 cubie inch displacement engine, 

2 barrel carburetor. 

10 MILES PER GALLON FOR CITY DRIVING (range from 9 to 

11 miles per gallon) 

! 

16 MILES PER GALLON FOR HIGHWAY DRIVING (range from 15 to 

18 miles per gallon) 

These estimates are based on testa of vehicles equipped with frequently 
purchased optional equipment. 

ROUNDER: The actual fuel economy of this car will vary depending upon the 
type of driving you do, your driving habits, how well you maintain your 
car, optional equipment Installed, and road and weather conditions. 

To compare the fuel economy of this car with other 1975 cars, and to learn, 
how the tosts were conducted, write for the EPA/FEA 1975 Gaa Mileage Culdo 
for Hew Car Buyers, to Fuel Economy, Pueblo, Colo. 81009. 
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Figure 3 

Optional Ceneral Label with 0a& Label per Car Line 



Based on the rcjrolts of tests conducted 
or certified by the U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PKOTECTIO.'I AGENCY, the typical gas 
uileage of the car indicated is estimated 

to be: 



Engine Size Kuober of 
(Cubic inch* Cylinders 
displacement) 


Torino (all except 
wagon) 

Torino Wagon 


250 

351 


CUE 


Fuel System 
(Number of 
Carburetor 
Barrels) 


City Fuel Highway Fuel 

Economy Economy 
(Miles (Miles 

per per 

gallon) gallon) 


15 

11 


10 


23 

18 

Jo 


351 


TT 


These estimates are based on tests of vehicles equipped with frequently 
purchased optional equipment. 

REMINDER: The actual fuel economy of this car will vary depending upon 
the type of driving you do, your driving habits, how well you maintain 
your car, optional equipment Installed, and road and weather conditions. 

To cocpare the fuel economy of these cars with other 1975 cars, and to learr. 
how the test were conducted, wxlte for the EPA/FEA 1975 Cas Mileage Guide 
for New Car Buyers , to Teel Economy, Pueblo, Colo. 81009. 


Figure 4 

EPA Specific Label 


/s\ 

issj 


Based on the results of tests conducted or 
certified by the U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY, the gas nileage of this 
car is estimated to be: 


12 MILES PER GALLON FOR CITY DRIVING 
and 

18 MILES PER GALLON FOR HIGHWAY DRIVING 



Vehicle Identification: 


Torino 8 cylinder, 351 cubic inch 
displacement engine, 2 barrel carburetor» 
automatic transmission, 2.73 axle 
ratio, catalyst equipped, 4000 lbs. 


These estimates are based on tests of vehicles operated with frequently 
purchased optional equipment. 

REMINDER: The actual fuel economy of this car vilL vary depending upon 
the type of driving you do, your driving habits, bow well you maintain 
your car, optional equipment Installed, and road and weather conditions. 

To compare the fuel economy of this car with other 1975 cars, and 
to learn how the tests were conducted, write for the EPA/FEA 1975 Gas 
Mileage Culde for New Car Buyers to Fuel Economy, Pueblo, Colo. 81009. 


Appendix 

EPA RECOMMENDED PRACTICES FOR CON¬ 
DUCTING HIGHWAY FUEL ECONOMY TESTS 

Introduction. Highway fuel economy 
Dieasurements involve the use of the 
same equipment and similar procedures 
to those used for official certification tests 


described in 40 CFR Part 85, Subpart A. 

The highway fuel economy test 
(HWFET) should be conducted after the 
successful completion of the emission 
data test. The ideal arrangement is to 
conduct the highway fuel economy test 
immediately after the end of the emis¬ 
sion data hot soak and when conditions 


allow, the test should be scheduled this 
way. In the event the tests cannot be 
scheduled back-to-back, the vehicle 
should be pre-conditioned as follows: 

(A) Less than three hours of soak 
(Including the one hour hot soa k): Rim 
one pre-cond itionin g HWFET followed 
by the data HWFET. 

(B) Three to 24 hours of soak: Run 
5 minutes at 50 mph followed by one 
pre-conditioning HWFET and one data 
HWFET. 

(C) Greater than 24 hours of soak, or 
periods of outdoor storage: Run the one- 
hour road pre-conditioning route, an 
LA-4 dynamometer simulation, a pre¬ 
conditioning HWFET and then the data 
HWFET. 

Exhaust samples are to be collected 
and analyzed as required by current light 
duty vehicle and light duty truck regu¬ 
lations applicable to the emission data 
test. Only one exhaust sample and one 
background sample are to be collected. 
The 20 minute time limit for bag analysis 
should be adhered to as a good laboratory 
practice to provide consistent analytical 
practices. 

Basic Procedure. It is desirable, but 
not essential, that the same personnel 
and equipment be used for the emission 
data test and the highway fuel economy 
test. 

This test is a warm engine test and the 
test vehicle may be driven onto the 
dynamometer. 

The dynamometer shall be set to the 
same power absorption and inertia set¬ 
ting that were used for the emission data 
test. Dynamometer horsepower should 
be set prior to the pre-conditioning 
HWFET or during the 5 minutes of op¬ 
eration at 50 mph preceding the pre¬ 
conditioning HWFET. This is an ex¬ 
tremely important setting for the 
highway fuel economy test and care 
should be exercised to assure that the 
setting is as close as possible to the de¬ 
sired setting. Either the test vehicle or 
a non-test vehicle may be used for setting 
dynamometer horsepower. 

If the driver is responsible for prepar¬ 
ing the constant volume sampler (CVS) 
for the test he should do this prior to 
running the preconditioning highway 
driving schedule. If a technician pre¬ 
pares the CVS. 10 minutes are available 
during the highway pre-conditioning 
during which the technician can prepare 
the CVS. For this test, only one sample 
bag and one background bag need be 
used. Continuous analysis Is not per¬ 
mitted. 

Because accurate CO* readings are re¬ 
quired for reliable fuel economy results, 
it is recommended that CO* measure¬ 
ments be made on the upper two thirds 
of selected instrument ranges. Instru¬ 
ment calibrations and checks should be 
cond ucted at least as often as specified 
in 40 CFR Part 85 using those guidelines 
for nominal calibration concentrations. 

The highway driving chart consists of 
a series of traces each separated from 
the next by 15 seconds of idle. For each 
highway fuel economy test two traces 
are driven. The first trace is driven to 
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pre-condition the vehicle and the second 
is driven for the fuel economy measure¬ 
ment. 

The method of starting the pre¬ 
conditioning trace is not critical. It is 
suggested that the driving chart be in¬ 
dexed with the pen at the end of the 
deceleration of the preceding trace. If 
the engine is runing, the transmission 
should be placed in gear and the chart 
should be started. If the engine is off it 
should be started according to the manu¬ 
facturer’s recommended procedure: 
choke kick-down, if required, should be 
performed by the recommended proce¬ 
dure: the transmission should be placed 
In gear and the chart started. Failure 
to start, false starts, stalls should, in 
general, be treated the same as during 
the emission data test. If corrective ac¬ 
tion can be taken at the site, (consistent 
with maintenance constraints for emis¬ 
sion data vehicles), pre-conditioning can 
immediately be run from the beginning 
of the trace. 

The actual fuel economy measurement 
portion of the test includes two seconds 
of idle indexed at the beginning of the 
second trace and two seconds of idle in¬ 
dexed at the end of the second trace. 
When the vehicle reaches zero speed at 
the end of the pre-conditioning trace, 
the driver has 13 seconds to prepare for 
the emission measurement phase of the 
test. 

Sampling must begin two seconds be¬ 
fore the beginning of the first accelera¬ 
tion of the emission measurement phase 
and shall end two seconds after the 
end of the deceleration to zero. Total 
elapsed sampling time is 765 seconds. 
The speed tolerances which apply to 
emission data testing shall apply to both 
the pre-conditioning and the sampling 
phase of the test. The test vehicle shall 
be shifted in the same manner as on the 
emission test, i.e., according to manu¬ 
facturer’s recommendations so as to 
smoothly follow the driving trace, except 
that vehicles equipped with overdrive 
may be operated with this unit engaged 
following the manufacturer’s use in¬ 
structions. Where a manufacturer does 
not recommend shift speeds, the vehicle 
will be shifted following applicable 40 
CFR Part 85 requirements. 

Manufacturers may request the use 
of additional cooling fans for additional 
engine compartment cooling and con¬ 
trolling high tire temperatures during 
dynamometer operation. 

It should be emphasized that where 
certification emission test procedures 
specified for light duty vehicles and light 
duty trucks are applicable to conducting 
the HWFET, those procedures and prac¬ 
tices shall be adhered to. 

Following is the method to calculate 
fuel economy and the second-by-second 
versus time description of the EPA 
highway driving cycle, listed in both 
kilometers per hour (kph) and miles per 
hour (mph). 

The equation used to calculate the 
fuel economy of a vehicle, in miles per 
gallon (mpg), from data gathered dur¬ 
ing a highway fuel economy test is of 
the following form: 


grams of carbon/gallon of fuel 
grams of carbon in exhaust/mile 

_ (KQ (grams/gallon) _ 

(Ki) (grams H C/mi)-f (Kj) (grams CO/mi) + (Kj) (grams C(> 2 /mi) 

Where: 

Kj = Carbon weight fraction of gasoline or unburncd HC, (mol. wt. C)/(mol. 
CIIj.m) «.866 

K* = Carbon weight fraction of CO, (mol. wt. C)/(mol. wt. CO) = .429 
K 3 =Carbon weight fraction of CO*, (mol. wt. C)/(mol. wt. CO*) = .273 
grams/gallon=mean density of Indolene (clear or 30) test fucl = 2798. 
Substituting: 

.866 (2798) 

mpg- .866 (gpiu 11C)+ .429 (gpm CO)+ .273 (gpm CO,) 

2423 

,npg ~.S66 (gpm HC)+.429 (gpm CO)+ .273 (gpm COO 

Sample calculation 
Assume: 

V c =0.29344 ft s /rev. 

N= 18,598 rev. 

R = 4S.O percent 
P b = 762 mm Hg 
Pi = 70 mm Hg 
T p = 570° R 

Analyzer data: 

1IC.= 105.8 ppm carbon 
llCu=12.1 ppm 
CO*** 306.6 ppm 
CO dm = 15.3 ppm 
CO* e =2.14 percent 
CO*«j=0.042 percent 

Calculate: 

(X),= (1 -0.01925 CO*,-0.000323R)CO. m 
CO, = (1 - 0.0 1925 (2.143) - 0.000323 (48)) 306.6 
CO,=289.2 ppm 


T)F-.. - 

“CO,.-f (HC.+ CO.) X 1.0-* 

13.4 

I)1,= 2.143+(105.8 + 289.2)X10- i=6U0 

V -V (Pa-Pi)(528« R) 

(760 mm Ilg)(T,) 

(0.29344) (18,598) (762-70) (528) 
(760) (570) 


Vmi»=4603.0 ft* 

HC....=HC.-HC d (l-l/DF) 

HC < ,„..= 105.8- 12.1(1 -1/6.140) = 95.67 ppm 

HC mM .= (4603.0 ft J ) (16.33 gm/ft*)(95.67/10*) = 7.19 gma 

CO d = (1 -0.000323It)CO dtn 

CO„= (1 —0.000323(48)) 15.3= 15.1 ppm 

CO„„.= CO.-CO d (l-l/OF) 

CO..„,=289.2- 15.1(1 - 1/6.140) = 276.6 ppm 
CO m ...= (4603.0 ft»)(32.97 Rin/ft»)(276.C/10») =41.98 gms 
CO,....= CO,.-CO, d (l - 1/OF) 

COj.„„.=2.143 X1 O' - 0.042 X 1 (P (1 -1 /6.140) = 2.108X10‘ ppm 
CO, m „..= (4603.0 ft’) (51.85 gm/ft 5 )(2.108X 10'/10«) = 5031.07 gma 

nc. 1 ,„.= 1 ^^. = 0.70 gm/mi 


CO. 


41.98 gm 
10.242 mi 


4.10 gm/tni 


5031.07 gm 
1Q 242 m . 


= 491.22 gm/mi 


2423 

nipg ~ .866(H C, p,„) + ,429(CO, pm ) + .273(00,.,*,) 
2423 

mpg_ (.866) (.70) + (.429) (4.10) + (.273) (491.22) 
inpg= 17.8 
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♦ ♦♦#♦ tf >A HIGHWAY fuEL t’CONtrWY OWNING CfU.f. •••♦♦ 
♦ SPEED l*PH) VS TIm£ CStCI ♦ 


SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

0 

SAMPLE OH 

50 

62.1 

100 

78.0 

150 

70.9 

200 

69.9 

250 

77.2 

300 

53.7 

350 

1 

0.0 

SI 

63.2 

101 

70.5 

1S1 

71.2 

201 

69.5 

251 

77.2 

301 

57.2 

351 

2 

0.0 

52 

64.3 

102 

78.9 

152 

71.5 

202 

69.5 

252 

77.2 

302 

60.3 

352 

3 

3.2 

53 

65.4 

103 

79.1 

153 

71.7 

203 

69.J 

263 

77.4 

303 

62.8 

353 

4 

7.9 

54 

66.6 

104 

79.0 

154 

71.9 

20*# 

69.1 

264 

77.5 

304 

64.6 

354 

5 

13.0 

55 

67.9 

10S 

7a .9 

1S5 

72.2 

205 

69.1 

266 

77.5 

305 

66.0 

355 

A 

10.2 

56 

69.0 

106 

7«.B 

166 

72.7 

206 

69.2 

266 

77.4 

306 

67.2 

356 

7 

23.3 

57 

70.0 

107 

7H.0 

1S7 

73.5 

207 

69.7 

25/ 

78.1 

30.7 

60.2 

357 

a 

27.0 

58 

70.0 

ioa 

70.9 

15ft 

73.H 

208 

70.6 

25d 

78.6 

308 

68.8 

358 

9 

31.5 

59 

71.2 

109 

79.1 

159 

74.4 

209 

70.7 

259 

79.0 

309 

69.6 

359 

10 

35.0 

60 

71.6 

no 

79.3 

160 

75.3 

210 

70.0 

260 

79.0 

310 

70.4 

360 

11 

38.6 

61 

72.0 

m 

79.5 

161 

76.4 

211 

6H.5 

261 

79.0 

311 

71.3 

361 

12 

41.4 

62 

72.3 

112 

79.6 

16? 

76.5 

212 

66.0 

262 

79.0 

312 

71.9 

362 

13 

43.6 

63 

72.4 

113 

79.6 

163 

76.7 

213 

65.4 

2o3 

79.0 

313 

72.4 

363 

14 

45.1 

64 

72.5 

114 

79.6 

164 

76.5 

214 

64.3 

264 

78.9 

314 

72.7 

364 

IS 

46.6 

65 

72.9 

115 

79.4 

165 

77.0 

215 

64.3 

265 

78.6 

315 

72.9 

365 

16 

40.2 

66 

73.4 

116 

79.0 

166 

77.2 

216 

64.9 

266 

77.5 

316 

73.2 

366 

17 

49.4 

67 

74.0 

117 

78.6 

167 

77.2 

21/ 

65.9 

2o7 

76.7 

317 

73.6 

367 

18 

50.6 

68 

74,4 

118 

70.2 

16ft 

77.1 

210 

67.5 

260 

76.4 

318 

73.9 

368 

19 

51.8 

69 

74.0 

119 

77.8 

169 

76.9 

219 

6H.7 

269 

7S.9 

319 

74.1 

369 

20 

52.8 

70 

75.3 

120 

77.4 

170 

76.0 

220 

69.3 

270 

75.2 

320 

74.8 

370 

21 

53.9 

71 

75.5 

121 

76.7 

171 

75.2 

221 

69. <♦ 

2/1 

74.3 

321 

75.3 

371 

22 

54.8 

72 

75.6 

122 

76.2 

172 

74.3 

222 

69.6 

2 72 

74.0 

322 

75.7 

372 

23 

55.6 

73 

75.7 

123 

76.1 

173 

73.9 

223 

70.6 

273 

73.7 

323 

76.7 

373 

24 

56.1 

74 

76.0 

124 

76.4 

174 

73.5 

224 

71.2 

274 

73.3 

324 

77.7 

374 

25 

56.4 

75 

76.0 

125 

76.B 

175 

73.2 

225 

71.9 

275 

73.0 

325 

78.8 

375 

26 

57,4 

76 

75.9 

126 

77.1 

176 

73.1 

226 

72.5 

276 

72.7 

326 

79.9 

376 

27 

57.8 

77 

75.7 

127 

77.2 

177 

72.8 

227 

72.9 

277 

72.4 

327 

80.9 

377 

2ft 

57.6 

70 

75.5 

12H 

77.1 

17A 

72.4 

228 

73.7 

278 

72.0 

328 

82.0 

378 

29 

56.8 

79 

75.4 

129 

77.0 

179 

70.8 

229 

74.0 

2 79 

71.5 

329 

83.2 

379 

30 

56.1 

80 

75.4 

130 

77.0 

100 

69.3 

230 

75.4 

2» 0 

71.1 

330 

84.3 

380 

31 

55.5 

01 

75.5 

131 

77.1 

181 

67.9 

2)1 

75.9 

201 

70.0 

331 

05.4 

381 

32 

55.7 

82 

75.6 

132 

77.2 

102 

66.8 

232 

76.2 

282 

68.8 

332 

86.6 

382 

33 

56.0 

03 

75.7 

133 

*77.2 

183 

66.7 

233 

76.1 

203 

67.5 

333 

87.7 

3b3 

34 

56.4 

04 

75.8 

134 

77.1 

1 84 

67.7 

234 

76.0 

284 

64.5 

334 

OB.6 

384 

35 

57.4 

85 

75.9 

135 

76.0 

10*» 

69.f 

236 

75.9 

285 

62.1 

335 

09.7 

385 

36 

58.0 

06 

75.B 

136 

74.0 

1H6 

70.0 

236 

75.9 

206 

60.3 

336 

90.7 

36t> 

37 

58.2 

87 

75.6 

137 

69.7 

107 

70.6 

237 

75.9 

287 

57.6 

337 

91.5 

307 

38 

58.6 

80 

75.4 

130 

66.2 

1 0 ft' 

70.2 

238 

75.7 

268 

55.7 

330 

91.6 

388 

39 

59.0 

89 

74.0 

139 

63.5 

189 

69.7 

239 

75.7 

209 

54.7 

339 

91.8 

309 

40 

59.3 

90 

74.4 

1 4 U 

63.0 

190 

69.1 

240 

75.5 

290 

53.5 

340 

92.2 

390 

41 

59.4 

91 

74.3 

141 

62.7 

191 

69.2 

241 

75.4 

291 

52.3 

34| 

92.6 

391 

42 

59.5 

92 

74.4 

142 

62.7 

15? 

69.7 

242 

75.3 

292 

51.0 

342 

93.0 

392 

43 

59.S 

93 

74.ft 

143 

62.9 

193 

70.6 

243 

75.4 

293 

49.1 

343 

93.3 

393 

44 

59.5 

94 

75.4 

144 

63.5 

194 

71.2 

244 

75.6 

294 

47.6 

344 

93.5 

394 

45 

59.5 

95 

75.7 

145 

64.5 

195 

71. b 

245 

75.9 

295 

46.3 

345 

93.9 

395 

46 

59.5 

96 

76.2 

146 

66.0 

196 

72.2 

246 

74.4 

296 

45.7 

346 

94.4 

396 

47 

59.6 

97 

76.7 

147 

67.6 

197 

72.0 

247 

77.0 

297 

46.0 

347 

94.6 

397 

48 

60.0 

9ft 

77.1 

140 

69.3 

198 

71.5 

248 

77.1 

298 

47.4 

340 

94.0 

393 

49 

60.8 

99 

77.6 

149 

70.3 

199 

70.6 

249 

77.2 

299 

SO.4 

349 

94.9 

399 


36895 


KPH 

94.9 

94. a 

94.6 

94.3 

43.9 

93.6 

93.4 

93.2 

93.1 

92.7 

92.3 
92.0 
91 .« 

91.7 
91.7 
91.6 

91.5 

91.5 

91.6 

91.7 
91.7 
91.7 
91.7 
91.7 
91.7 
91.7 
91.7 

91.6 

91.3 

90.9 

90.3 

90.1 
90.1 

90.1 

90.3 

90.7 

91.1 

91.5 
9i .a 

92.2 

92.3 

92.3 
92.0 

91.7 

41.5 
91.0 

90.6 

90.2 

90.7 

91.2 
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NOTICES 








SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SFC 

KPH 

SF.C 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

SEC 

KPH 

400 

91.8 

450 

93.6 

500 

88.0 

550 

09.7 

600 

77.6 

6S0 

80.7 

700 

87.2 

750 

43.1 

40! 

9?,5 

451 

93.5 

501 

87.8 

551 

09.4 

601 

77.2 

651 

61.5 

701 

07.7 

751 

39.4 

4 0? 

93.0 

452 

93.4 

502 

87.5 

55? 

09.1 

602 

77.0 

652 

82,2 

702 

88.1 

752 

34.5 

4 03 

93.3 

453 

93.3 

503 

87.4 

553 

06.0 

60 J 

76.0 

65 3 

03.2 

703 

88.5 

753 

31.3 

404 

93.3 

454 

93.3 

504 

87.3 

554 

00.6 

604 

76.7 

654 

03.9 

704 

89.3 

754 

27.9 

405 

93.3 

455 

93.3 

505 

87.2 

555 

00.4 

605 

77.0 

655 

84.4 

705 

89.9 

755 

24.3 

4 0 ft 

93.3 

456 

93.3 

506 

87.1 

556 

O0.3 

606 

77.7 

656 

03.0 

706 

90.2 

756 

20.0 

407 

93.3 

457 

93.3 

507 

87.0 

557 

07.9 

607 

76.0 

667 

03.0 

707 

90.6 

757 

15.6 

40 A 

93.2 

450 

93.2 

508 

87.0 

55P 

87.5 

600 

70.9 

65* 

*2.2 

708 

90.8 

750 

11.2 

409 

93.1 

459 

93.2 

509 

86.9 

559 

b7.2 

609 

70.9 

659 

b?.l 

709 

90.9 

759 

8.0 

410 

92.9 

460 

93.3 

510 

86.9 

b*0 

b/.O 

610 

M.o 

660 

82.1 

710 

91.2 

760 

5.3 

411 

92.8 

4M 

93.4 

511 

86.9 

561 

06.5 

611 

77.1 

661 

82.2 

711 

91.5 

761 

3.2 

41? 

92.8 

462 

93.5 

512 

H6.9 

56 ? 

65.9 

612 

75.7 

662 

02.6 

712 

91.7 

762 

1.0 

413 

92.9 

463 

93.6 

513 

86.9 

563 

05.7 

613 

74.3 

663 

03.1 

713 

92.2 

763 

0.0 

414 

93.1 

464 

93.7 

514 

06.9 

964 

05.4 

*14 

74.1 

66-. 

03.6 

714 

92.9 

764 

0.0 

415 

93.3 

465 

93.8 

515 

86.9 

565 

05.1 

615 

74.1 

665 

84.0 

715 

93.6 

765 

SAMPLE OFF 

416 

93.5 

466 

93.8 

516 

86.9 

566 

*4.7 

6 1 6 

74.3 

6oO 

04.4 

716 

94.6 


417 

94.0 

467 

93.6 

517 

87.0 

567 

84.3 

017 

75.4 

667 

84.9 

717 

*95.1 

HON 

APR 22/74 

410 

94.7 

46fl 

93.4 

518 

87.2 

568 

04.0 

610 

76.9 

660 

84.8 

718 

95.2 



419 

95.1 

469 

93.3 

519 

87.6 

569 

83.7 

619 

7rt .0 

609 

84.6 

719 

95.0 



4?0 

95.5 

4 70 

93.0 

520 

88.1 

570 

83. b 

620 

00.0 

6 70 

04.1 

720 

94.6 



4? 1 

96.2 

471 

92.5 

521 

8H.3 

571 

03.6 

62.1 

01.3 

671 

8*.l 

721 

94.1 



4?? 

96.3 

472 

91.0 

b?2 

00.5 

57? 

03.6 

022 

02.6 

672 

04.2 

722 

93.5 



423 

96.3 

473 

91.6 

523 

86.6 

573 

03.7 

62 J 

83.9 

673 

84.4 

723 

92.8 



4?4 

96.2 

474 

91.1 

524 

88.7 

574 

83.0 

624 

84.7 

6 74 

04.0 

724 

92.2 



425 

95.9 

475 

90.2 

525 

80.0 

575 

03.7 

625 

05.2 

675 

84.7 

725 

91.8 



426 

95.5 

476 

90.1 

526 

88.9 

576 

8J.6 

626 

06.2 

676 

84.3 

726 

91.4 



427 

95.2 

477 

89.0 

527 

09.2 

577 

03.5 

627 

06.0 

677 

83.9 

727 

90.9 



420 

95.0 

478 

89.3 

52H 

89.3 

57 A 

83.1 

620 

67,0 

670 

83.2 

728 

90.3 



429 

94.9 

4 79 

H8.H 

529 

89.4 

579 

02.6 

629 

07.4 

679 

82,2 

729 

89.3 



430 

94.7 

4*0 

88.6 

530 

89.6 

5A0 

* 2.2 

630 

86.0 

600 

81.2 

730 

87.8 



431 

94.4 

4*1 

88.5 

531 

89.0 

SAt 

01.5 

631 

00.6 

601 

00.5 

731 

87.1 



43? 

94.2 

4*2 

80.4 

532 

89.9 

502 

00.8 

632 

89.2 

682 

80.1 

732 

86.3 



433 

94.1 

483 

88.3 

533 

90.0 

5*.V 

00.1 

633 

09.1 

603 

79.9 

733 

85.6 



434 

94.0 

464 

88.3 

534 

90.1 

504 

79.2 

6J4 

00.5 

604 

79.7 

734 

85.0 



435 

93.9 

405 

8H.3 

535 

90.1 

565 

7H.4 

6J5 

07.6 

685 

79.6 

735 

b4.4 



436 

93.0 

4*6 

88.3 

536 

90.1 

5A6 

77.5 

636 

06.3 

606 

79.6 

736 

83.6 


■ ♦ 

437 

93.6 

487 

88.3 

537 

90.1 

587 

77.3 

63/ 

04.4 

6d7 

79.9 

737 

82.6 



43H 

93.4 

480 

88.4 

53H 

90.1 

50A 

77.2 

•6Jd 

00.7 

608 

80.4 

738 

81.2 



439 

93.3 

469 

Hrt.S 

S39 

90.1 

509 

77.2 

639 

77.5 

609 

80.7 

739 

79.6 



440 

93.2 

49j0 

H8.5 

540 

90.1 

590 

77.3 

640 

74.0 

690 

81.3 

740 

78.0 



441 

93.1 

491 

80.5 

541 

90.1 

551 

77.0 

64 1 

74.3 

691 

02.2 

741 

76.6 



442 

93.1 

492 

88. S 

542 

90.1 

592 

70.6 

64? 

74.0 

692 

82.9 

742 

75.3 



443 

93.1 

493 

88.5 

543 

90.1 

591 

70.9 

64J 

74.0 

693 

83.4 

743 

73.3 



444 

93.2 

494 

08.6 

544 

90.1 

594 

79.0 

644 

74.5 

694 

83.6 

744 

71.0 



445 

93.3 

495 

68.6 

545 

90.1 

595 

/9.0 

645 

75.3 

695 

83.7 

745 

68.3 



446 

93.4 

496 

88.5 

546 

90.0 

596 

70.9 

646 

76.4 

696 

84.2 

746 

63.1 



447 

93.5 

497 

88.4 

547 

89.9 

597 

70.B 

647 

77.5 

697 

85.1 

747 

57.8 



448 

93.6 

498 

88.3 

548 

89.9 

590 

70.6 

640 

70.5 

69B 

05,7 

748 

52.S 



449 

93.6 

999 

88.1 

549 

89,9 

599 

76.1 

649 

79,6 

699 

86.4 

749 

47.2 
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+«»§» 

CPA HIGHWAY FUEL ECONOMY 

DRIVING 

CYCLE 

♦ ♦♦♦♦ 











SPEED CMPrtl 

VS TIME (SEC) 







SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

HPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

NHH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

HPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

0 

SAMPLE ON 

50 

38.6 

100 

4ft. 5 

150 

44.1 

200 

43*4 

250 

48.0 

300 

33.4 

350 

59.0 

1 

0*0 

51 

39.3 

I 01 

48.8 

ISI 

44.3 

201 

43.2 

2*1 

48.0 

301 

35.6 

3S1 

58.9 

2 

0.0 

52 

40.0 

102 

49.1 

152 

44.4 

202 

43.2 

2 52 

48.0 

302 

37.5 

352 

50.8 

3 

2.0 

53 

40.7 

103 

49.2 

153 

44.6 

20 J 

43.1 

253 

48.1 

303 

39.1 

353 

58.6 

4 

4.9 

54 

41.4 

104 

49.1 

154 

44.7 

204 

43.0 

25** 

48.2 

304 

40.2 

354 

50.4 

s 

ft.l 

55 

42.2 

105 

49. 1 

155 

44.9 

205 

43.0 

255 

48.2 

305 

41.1 

355 

58.2 

6 

11.3 

5ft 

42.9 

106 

49.0 

15ft 

45.2 

206 

43.1 

256 

4B.1 

306 

41.8 

356 

58.1 

7 

14.5 

57 

43.5 

107 

49.0 

157 

45.7 

207 

43.4 

257 

4b • ft 

307 

42.4 

357 

58.0 

a 

17.3 

SB 

44.0 

108 

49.1 

15ft 

45.9 

208 

43.9 

258 

48.9 

308 

42.8 

35B 

57.9 

9 

19.6 

59 

44.3 

109 

49.2 

159 

46.J 

209 

44.0 

259 

49.1 

309 

43.3 

359 

57.6 

10 

21 .B 

ftO 

44.5 

110 

49.3 

160 

46.8 

210 

43*5 

2b0 

49.1 

310 

43.8 

360 

57.4 

n 

24.0 

61 

44.B 

111 

49.4 

161 

46.9 

211 

42.6 

261 

43.1 

311 

44.3 

361 

57.2 

t? 

25.B 

62 

44.9 

112 

49.5 

16? 

47.0 

212 

41.5 

262 

49.1 

312 

44.7 

362 

57.1 

n 

27.1 

63 

45.0 

113 

49.5 

163 

47.1 

213 

40.7 

263 

49.1 

313 

45.0 

363 

57.0 

14 

2H.0 

64 

45.1 

114 

49.5 

164 

47.6 

214 

40.0 

264 

49.0 

314 

45.2 

364 

57.0 

1*5 

29.0 

65 

45.4 

115 

49.4 

165 

47.9 

215 

40.U 

265 

48.9 

315 

45.4 

365 

56.9 

if> 

30.0 

66 

45.7 

116 

49.1 

16ft 

48.0 

216 

40.3 

266 

4 8.2 

316 

45.5 

366 

56.9 

17 

30.7 

67 

46.0 

117 

48.9 

167 

46.0 

217 

41.0 

267 

47.7 

317 

45. B 

367 

56.9 

1ft 

31.5 

6B 

46.3 

118 

48.6 

168 

47.9 

218 

4?.0 

2b8 

47.5 

316 

46.0 

368 

57.0 

10 

32.2 

69 

46.5 

119 

46.4 

169 

47.8 

219 

42.7 

269 

47.2 

319 

46.1 

369 

57.0 

20 

32.9 

70 

46.6 

120 

48.1 

170 

41.3 

220 

43.1 

270 

46.7 

320 

46.5 

370 

57.0 

21 

33.5 

71 

46.9 

121 

47.7 

171 

46.7 

221 

43.2 

271 

46.2 

321 

46 » B 

371 

57.0 

22 

34.1 

72 

47.0 

122 

47.4 

172 

46.2 

222 

43.4 

272 

46.0 

322 

47.1 

372 

57.0 

23 

34.6 

73 

47.1 

123 

47.3 

173 

45.9 

223 

43.9 

273 

45.8 

323 

47.7 

373 

57.0 

24 

34.9 

74 

47.2 

124 

47.5 

174 

45.7 

224 

44.3 

2 74 

45.6 

324 

40.3 

374 

57.0 

25 

35.1 

75 

47.3 

125* 

47.8 

175 

45.5 

225 

'*4.7 

2 75 

•45.4 

325 

49.0 

375 

57.0 

?ft 

35.7 

76 

47.2 

126 

47.9 

17ft 

45.4 

226 

45.1 

276 

45.2 

326 

49.7 

376 

57.0 

27 

35i9 

77 

47.1 

127 

4B.0 

177 

46.3 

227 

45.4 

277 

45.0 

327 

50.3 

377 

56.9 

2ft 

35.8 

78 

47.0 

128 

47.9 

178 

45.0 

228 

45.8 

278 

44.7 

328 

51.0 

378 

56.0 

29 

35.3 

79 

46.9 

129 

47.9 

179 

44.0 

229 

4ft.5 

279 

44.5 

329 

SI.7 

379 

56.5 

30 

34.9 

ao 

46.9 

130 

47.9 

160 

43.1 

230 

4ft.9 

280 

44.2 

330 

52.4 

380 

56.2 

31 

34.S 

61 

46.9 

131 

48.0 

1«1 

42.2 

231 

47.2 

281 

43.5 

331 

53.1 

301 

56.0 

32 

34.6 

62 

47.0 

132 

48.0 

162 

41.5 

232 

47.4 

282 

42.8 

332 

53.8 

382 

56.0 

33 

34.0 

63 

47.1 

133 

48.0 

183 

41.5 

233 

47.3 

283 

42.0 

333 

54.S 

303 

56.0 

34 

35.1 

84 

47.1 

134 

47.9 

189 

42.1 

234 

47.3 

284 

40.1 

334 

55.2 

384 

66.1 

35 

35.7 

B5 

47.2 

135 

47.3 

185 

42.9 

235 

47.2 

285 

3ft. 6 

335 

55.8 

305 

56.4 

3ft 

36.1 

86 

47.1 

136 

46.0 

166 

4 J.5 

236 

47.2 

286 

37.5 

336 

56.4 

3b6 

56.7 

37 

36.2 

67 

47.0 

137 

43.3 

187 

43.9 

237 

47.2 

287 

35.8 

337 

56.9 

387 

56.9 

Oft 

36.5 

pa 

46.9 

138 

41.2 

IM*\ 

4J.6 

238 

47.1 

28d 

34.7 

338 

57.0 

388 

57.1 

39 

36.7 

69 

46.5 

139 

39.5 

109 

43.3 

2J9 

47.0 

289 

34.0 

339 

57.1 

3b9 

57.3 

40 

36.9 

90 

46.3 

140 

39.2 

190 

43.U 

240 

47.0 

290 

33.3 

340 

57.3 

390 

57.4 

41 

37.0 

91 

46.2 

141 

39.0 

191 

43.1 

2 41 

46*9 

291 

32.5 

341 

57.6 

391 

57.4 

42 

37.0 

92 

46.3 

142 

39.0 

192 

43.ft 

242 

46.8 

292 

31.7 

342 

57.8 

392 

57.2 

43 

37.0 

93 

46.5 

143 

39.1 

193 

43.9 

243 

4ft.9 

293 

30.6 

343 

58.0 

393 

57.0 

44 

37.0 

94 

46.9 

144 

39.5 

194 

44.3 

2 44 

47.0 

294 

29.6 

344 

S8.1 

394 

56.9 

45 

37.0 

95 

47.1 

145 

40.1 

195 

44.6 

245 

47.2 

295 

28.8 

345 

58.4 

395 

56.6 

4ft 

37.0 

96 

47.4 

146 

41.0 

196 

44.9 

246 

47.5 

296 

2A.4 

346 

58.7 

396 

56.3 

4 7 

37.1 

97 

47.7 

147 

42.0 

197 

44.8 

247 

47.9 

29 7 

28.6 

347 

58.B 

397 

56.1 

4ft 

37.3 

98 

48.0 

148 

43.1 

198 

44.4 

248 

48.0 

298 

29.5 

348 

58.9 

398 

56.4 

49 

37 . a 

99 

40.2 

149 

43.7 

199 

43*9 

249 

48.0 

299 

31.4 

349 

59.0 

399 

56.7 
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NOTICES 








SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

MPH 

SEC 

HPH 

400 

57.1 

450 

50.? 

500 

54.7 

550 

55.8 

600 

48.3 

6S0 

50.2 

700 

54.2 

750 

26.0 

461 

57.S 

451 

58.1 

501 

54.6 

551 

55.6 

601 

4H.0 

651 

50.7 

701 

54,5 

751 

24.5 

40? 

57.8 

45? 

58.0 

502 

54.4 

55? 

55.4 

6U? 

47.9 

652 

51.1 

702 

54.8 

752 

?1.5 

40 J 

58.0 

453 

S8.0 

503 

54.3 

5S3 

55.2 

603 

47.0 

653 

51.? 

703 

55.0 

753 

19.S 

404 

59.0 

454 

58.0 

504 

54.3 

554 

55.1 

OS4 

47.7 

654 

52.2 

704 

55.5 

*754 

17.4 

405 

58.0 

455 

58.0 

SOS 

54.2 

555 

65.0 

605 

47.9 

655 

52.5 

70S 

55.9 

755 

IS. 1 

406 

58.0 

456 

58.0 

506 

54.1 

556 

54.9 

60t> 

40.3 

656 

52.1 

706 

56.1 

756 

12.4 

40? 

56.0 

457 

58.0 

SO? 

54.1 

557 

54.6 

607 

49.0 

657 

51.6 

707 

56.3 

757 

9.7 

400 

58.0 

458 

57.9 

508 

54.1 

5SH 

54.4 

606 

49.1 

65tf 

51.1 

708 

56.4 

758 

7.0 

4Q9 

57.9 

459 

57.9 

509 

54.0 

559 

54.2 

609 

49.0 

659 

51.0 

709 

56.5 

759 

5.0. 

410 

57.8 

460 

S8.0 

SI 0 

54.0 

560 

54.1 

610 

40.9 

660 

51.0 

710 

56.7 

760 

3.3 

41] 

57.7 

4M 

58.1 

511 

54.0 

561 

53.8 

611 

40.0 

661 

SI. 1 

711 

56.9 

761 

2.0 

412 

57.7 

46? 
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RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REG STRATION 

Data To Be Considered In Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
31862) its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of section 3(c) (1) (D) 
of the Federal Ins ecticid e. Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended. 
This policy provides that EPA will, upon 
receipt of every application for registra¬ 
tion, publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by the ap¬ 
plicant will be available for examina¬ 
tion at the Environmental Protection 
Agency, Room EB-37. East Tower, 401 
M Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

On or before December 16, 1974, any 
person who (a) is or has been an appli¬ 
cant, (b) believes that data he developed 
and submitted to EPA on or after Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1972. is being used to support an 
application described in this notice, (c) 
desires to assert a claim for compensa¬ 


tion under section 3(c)(1)(D) for such 
use of his data, and (d) wishes to pre¬ 
serve his right to have the Administrator 
determine the amount of reasonable 
compensation to which he is entitled for 
such use of the data, must notify the 
Administrator and the applicant named 
in the notice in the Federal Register of 
his claim by certified mall. Notification 
to the Administrator should be addressed 
to the Information Coordination Section, 
Technical Services Division (WH-569), 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 
Every such claimant must include, at a 
minimum, the information listed in the 
interim policy of November 19. 1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2 (b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications sub¬ 
mitted under 2(c) of the interim policy 
cannot be made final until the 60 day 
period has expired. If no claims are re¬ 
ceived within the 60 day period, the 2(c) 
application will be processed according 
to normal procedure. However, if claims 
are received within the 60 day period, the 
applicants against whom the claims are 


asserted will be advised of the alterna¬ 
tives available under the Act. No claims 
will be accepted for possible EPA adjudi¬ 
cation which are received after Decem¬ 
ber 16, 1974. 

Applications Received 

EPA FUe Symbol 3276-EE. A & L Laboratories, 
Inc., 1123 2nd Ave. N., Minneapolis MN 
65405. A & L AL—TEN MULTI-PUR¬ 
POSE CLEANER SANITIZER. Active In¬ 
gredients: n-Alkyl <60 percent C14. 30 per¬ 
cent C16, 6 percent C12, 6 percent C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 60 
percent; n-Alkyl (68 percent Cl2, 32 per¬ 
cent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 6.0 percent; Phosphoric 
Acid 30.0 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3276-EG. A & L Laborato¬ 
ries, Inc. A & L Q-DEOREASER. Active 
Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60 percent Cl4, 30 
percent Cl6. 5 percent Cl2, 5 percent C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 0.8 
percent): n-Alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 per¬ 
cent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 0.8 percent; Sodium Meta- 
sUicate 2.4 percent; Tetrasodium ethyl- 
enediamine tetraacetate 1.0 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. 
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EP\ File Symbol 3276-EU. A & L Laborato¬ 
ries. Inc. A & L Q-SAN CONCENTRATED 
DETERGENT. SANITIZER, FUNGICIDE, 
DISINFECTANT, DEODORIZER. Active 
Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60 percent C14, 30 
percent C16, 6 percent C12, 5 percent C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 4.5 
percent; n-Alkyl (63 percent C12, 32 per¬ 
cent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 4.5 percent; Tetrasodlum 
ethylenedlamlne tetraacetate 2.0 percent; 
Sodium Carbonate 4.0 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 1363-36. Acme Chemical Co., 
2506 N. 32nd St., Milwaukee WI 53210. 
ACCO QUATRACIDE. Active Ingredients: 
n-Alkyl (60 percent C14, 30 percent C16, 
5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) dimethyl 
benzyl ammonium chic rides 6.25 percent; 
n-Alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 percent C14) 
dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 
6.25 percent; Tetrasodlum ethylenedlamlne 
tetraacetate 3.60 percent. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1029-RRO. Aidex Corp., 1024 
N. 17th St.. Omaha. NE 68102. AIDEX 
MALATHION 90 PERCENT PREMIUM 0.8. 
INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: Mala- 
thlon 90.00 percent; Xylene 5.26 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10634-RA. Alpha Chemical 
Services. Inc., 46 Morton St., Stoughton, 
MA 02073. ALPHA CHEM FOOD PLANT 
FOGGING INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Pyrethrlns 0.5 percent; Piperonyl 
Butoxlde. Technical 5.0 percent; Petroleum 
Distillate 94.5 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 10634-RT. Alpha Chemical 
Services. Inc.. 46 Morton St.. Stoughton, 
MA 02073. ALPHA CHEM WIPE ON. Active 
Ingredients: Pyrethrlns 0.160 percent: 
Piperonyl Butoxlde. Technical 1.280 per¬ 
cent: Butoxypolypropylcne Glyccl 17.600 
percent; Mineral Seal Oil 80.800 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34894-E. Amsco Solvents tc 
Chemicals Co., 4619 Reading Rd., Cincin¬ 
nati, OH 45229. HERCULES HERCO PINE 
OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 011 99.4 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34894-0. Amsco Solvents & 
Chemicals Co. HERCULES YARMOR 302W 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 

99.4 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(1) cf Interim policy. 

EPA File 8ymbol 34894-R. Amsco Solvents As 
Chemicals Co. HERCULES YARMOR 302 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 

99.4 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 18533-RA. Ashland Chemical 
Co., Dlv. of Ashland Oil Inc., PO Box 2219. 
Columbus. OH 43216. ASHLAND CHEM¬ 
ICALS SODIUM HYPOCHLORITE SOLU¬ 
TION NO. 1. Active Ingredients: Sodium 
Hypochlorite 10 percent. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 18533-RT. Ashland Chem¬ 
ical Co.. Dlv. of Ashland Oil Inc., PO Box 
2219, Columbus. OH 43216. ASHLAND 
CHEMICALS SODIUM HYPOCHLORITE 
SOLUTION NO. 2. Active Ingredients: So¬ 
dium Hypochlorite 16 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5667-OR. Barrett Chemical 
Co., Inc.. H & Luzerne Sts., Philadelphia. 
PA 19124. DISINFECTANT. GERMICIDAL, 
FUNGICIDAL, CONCENTRATE. Active In¬ 


gredients: Ortho-benzyl -para-chlorophenol 
4.00 percent; Sodium dodecylbenzenesul- 
fonate 3.00 percent; Isopropanol 10.00 per¬ 
cent; Essential oils 0.25 percent. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) cf interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 4-EGI. Bonlde Chemical 
Co., Inc., 2 Wurz Ave., Yorkvllle, NY 13495. 
BONIDE VEGETABLE SPRAY LIQUID IN¬ 
SECTICIDE-FUNGICIDE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Captan N-( (trlchloromethyl) thlo)- 
4-cyclohexene-l,2-dicarboxlmlde 12.0 per¬ 
cent; Malathlon (0.0-dli^ethyl dithlophos- 
phate of diethyl mercaptosuccinate) 6.0 
percent; Methoxychlor. technical 12.0 per¬ 
cent; Carbaryl (1-naphthyl N-methylcar- 
bamate) 0.3 percent: Aromatic Petroleum 
8olvent 36.5 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 16017-E. Central Solvents 
& Chemicals Co.. 7050 W. 71st St.. Chicago 
IL 60638. HERCULES YARMOR 302 PINE 
OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine OH 99.4 per¬ 
cent Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 16017-R. Central Solvents 
& Chemicals Co.. 7050 W. 71st St., Chicago 
IL 60638. HERCULES HERCO PINE OIL. 
Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 99.4 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1601E-G. Central Solvents 
& Chemicals Co.. 31702 Hayman St.. Hay¬ 
ward CA 94544. HERCULES HERCO PINE 
OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 011 99.4 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 16018-E. Central Solvents & 
Chemicals Co. HERCULES YARMOR 302 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 

99.4 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 16018-R. Central Solvents & 
Chemicals Co. HERCULES YARMOR 302W 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine oil 99.4 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34895-0. Central Solvents & 
Chemicals Co.. 2465 8. 1100 West. Woods 
Cross UT 84087. HERCULES YARMOR 302 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 011 99.4 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 21340-G. Chemlab Products, 
Inc., 4925 Airport Hwy., Birmingham AL 
35212. CHEM-GUARD GERMICIDAL- 
CLEANER MINT ODOR-15. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Alkyl (C14 68 percent, C16 28 per¬ 
cent, C12 14 percent) dimethyl benzyl am- 
monlnum chloride 4.00 percent; Isopropa¬ 
nol 4.00 percent: Methyl salicylate 1.00. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 21340-L. Chemlab Prod¬ 
ucts, Inc., CHEM-GUARD GERMICIDAL- 
CLEANER PINE ODOR-6. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Isopropanol 4.75 percent; Pine oil 
3.95 percent; Alkyl (C14 58 percent. C16 28 
percent, C12 14 percent) dimethyl benzyl 
ammonium chloride 1.97 percent. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 2 
(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 21340-R. Chemlab Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc. CHEM-GUARD GERMICIDAL- 
CLEANER LEMON ODOR-16. Active In¬ 
gredients: Alkyl (C14 58 percent. C16 28 
percent, C12 14 percent) dimethyl benzyl 
ammonium chloride 4.0 percent; Isopro¬ 
panol 2.0 percent; Essential oils 0.5 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 279-EOIO. FMC Corp., Agri¬ 
cultural Chemical Dlv.. 100 Niagara St., 
Mlddleport NY 14105. DIAZINON 14 
GRANULAR. Active Ingredients: 0.0-dl- 
ethyl 0-(2-lsopropyl-6-pyrlmldlnyl) phos- 


phorothioate 14.30 percent. Method of Sup- 
pert: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8764-UL. FMC Corp., Citrus 
Machinery Dlv., PO Box 552, Riverside CA 
92502 FRESHOARD 60. Active Ingredients: 
Sodium 0-Phenylphenate, anhydrous 1.46 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8764-UU. FMC Corp.. Citrus 
Machinery Dlv.. PO Box 552, Riverside CA 
92502. FRESHOARD 50. Active Ingredients: 
Sodium 0-Phenylphenate. anhydrous 25.8 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim pclicv. 

EPA File Symbol 270-RNO. Famara Co.. Inc.. 
PO Box 21447. Phcenlx AZ 85036. PARNAM 
PELLETED RAT BAIT. Active Ingredients: 
Warfarin (3-Alpha-Acetonylbenzvl) -4-Hy- 
droxycoumarln) 0.025 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34887-E. Hooeier Solvents & 
Chemicals Coro., PO Box 22217. Indian* n- 
Olls IN 46222.' HERCULES YARMOR 302 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 
09.4 percent. Method of Sunpcrt: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34887-G. Hoosler Solvents 
& Chemicals Corp. HERCULES YARMOR 
302W PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 
011 99.4 percent. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34887-R. Hoocler Solve nts 
& Chemicals Corp. HERCULES HERCO 
PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 011 99.4 
percent. Method of Supnort: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbo 1 . 1021-RGE. T. McLaughlin 
G-rmley King Co.. 8810 Tenth Ave. N., 
Minneapolis MN 55427. PYROCIDE FOR¬ 
MULA 7228. Active Ingredients: Pyrethrlns 
0.08 percent; Piperonyl butoxlde, technical 
0.39 percent: Dl-n-propyl isoclnchomeron- 
ate 0.62 percent; Ronnel (O-O-dlmethyl 
0-2,4,5-trlchloro^henyl phosphoro thloate) 
3.85 percent; Xylene 0.77 percent: Mineral 
011 30.98 percent. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8123-AE. Frank Miller & 
Sons, Inc., 13831 S. Emerald Ave., Chicago. 
IL. 60627. ORNAMENTAL INSECTICIDE. 
Active Ingredients: Malathlon 57 per¬ 
cent; Methylated Naphthalene 34 percent. 
Method of Sunpcrt: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 81S3-AG. Frank Miller & 
Sons. Inc., 13831 S. Emerald Ave., Chicago. 
IL. 60627. EMULSIFIABLE CHLORDANE 
CONCENTRATE. Active Ingredients: Tech¬ 
nical Chlorodane 45.3 percent; Petroleum 
Distillates 49.7 percent. Method of Support: 

Application proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34888-E. Missouri Solvents 
& Chemicals Co., 2522 Nicholson Ave., Kan¬ 
sas City MO 64120. HERCULES YARMOR 
302 PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 

99.4 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34888-0. Missouri Solvents 
& Chemicals Co. HERCULES HERCO PINE 
OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 99.4 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34888-R. Missouri Solvents 
& Chemicals Co. HERCULES YARMOR 
302W PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 
011 99.4 percent. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 34888-R. Missouri Solvents 
& Chemicals Co., 419 DeSota Ave., 8t. Louts 
Mo 63147. HERCULES YARMOR 302 PINE 
OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 99.4 per- 
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cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34889-G. Missouri Solvents 
& Chemicals Co. HERCULES HER CO PINE 
OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 011 99.4 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34889-R. Missouri Solvents 
& Chemicals Co. HERCULES YARMOR 
302W PINE OIL. Active Ingredients: Pine 
Oil 99 4 percent. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 2139-99. Nor-Am Agricultural 
Products, Inc., 11710 Lake Ave.. Woodstock 
EL 60098. CARZOL SP. Active Ingredients: 
Pormetanate hydrochloride 92 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 7001-ENG. Occidental 
Chemical Co., Div. of Occidental Petroleum 
Corp.. PO Box 198. Lethrop CA 95330 BT 
320 DUST. Active Ingredients: Bacillus 
thuxingensls. Berliner Potency of 320 In¬ 
ternational units per mg. (at least 500 
thousand viable spores per mg) 0.064 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34890-R. Ohio Solvents & 
Chemicals Co., 3470 W. 140th St., Cleveland 
OH 44111. HERCULES HERCO PINE OIL. 
Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 99.4 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1258-OIU. Olin Corp.. 120 
Long Rkige Rd., Stamford CT 06904. OLIN 
GRANULAR POOL CHLORINE. Active In¬ 
gredients: Sodium dichloro-s-trlazlne- 

trione dihydrate 100 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy 

EPA File Symbol 33955-LGI. Acme Div., PBI- 
Gordon Corp., 300 South Third 8t.. Kansas 
City, KS 66118. ACME WASP & HORNET 
JET SPRAY. Active Ingredients: (5- 
Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl 2.2-dimethyl-3-(2- 
mc thylprorenyl) cy cl opropanecar boxy late 
0.160 percent: Related compounds 0.020 
percent: Aromatic petroleum hydrocar¬ 
bons 0.199 percent; Petroleum distillate 
26.375 percent. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8501-EG. Pace National 
Corp.. 500 7th Ave., 8 . Kirkland WA 98033. 
SHIELD ETHOXY QUIN FOR POST HAR¬ 
VEST SCALD CONTROL OF APPLES A 
PEARS. Active Ingredients: 1, 2-dihydro- 
6-eUioxy-2.2,4-trimethylquinollne 522 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 70-ENN Rigo Co., 1200 Fort 
Wayne National Bank Bldg., Fort Wayne 
IN 46802 KILL-KO 3 IN 1 GARDEN DUST. 
Active Ingredients: Endosufan (Hexa- 
chlorohexahydromethano - 2,4,3-bcnzodlox- 
athlepin oxide) 4.0 percent; Manganese 
ethylene blsdithiocarbamate 6.0 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 25882-A. Rigs V Chemicals 
& Products Co.. 1050 N.W. First Ave., Boca 
Raton FL 33452. MIL-PRUF XXX IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL STRENGTH. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Dodecyl&mlne Lactate 15.6 percent; 
Dodecylamlne Salicylate 14.4 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 25882 E. Rigs V Chemicals 
& Products Co. MIL PRUF XX SUPER 
STRENGTH. Active Ingredients: Dode- 
cylamlne Lactate 10.4 percent; Dodecyla¬ 
mlne Salicylate 9.6 percent. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Appiic&tion proceeds under 2(c) of 
Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 26882-G. Rigs V Chemicals 


A Products Co. MIL-PRUF V. Active In¬ 
gredients: Dodecylamlne Lactate 2.6 per¬ 
cent; Dodecylamlne Salicylate 2.4 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Syzpbol 25882-L. Rigs V Chemicals 
& Product Co. MIL-PRUF * EXTRA**.'Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Dodecylamlne Lactate 
12 percent; Dodecylamlne Salicylate 1.2 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 25882-U. Rigs V Chemicals 
A Products Co. MIL-PRUF X. Active In¬ 
gredients: Dodecylamlne Lactate 5.2 per¬ 
cent; Dodecylamlne Salicylate 4.8 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 572-EOE. Rockland Chemi¬ 
cal Co.. Inc., PO Box 204, Caldwell, NJ 
07006. ROCKLAND PROFESSIONAL 5 per¬ 
cent DIAZINON GRANULAR LAWN IN¬ 
SECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: O.O- 
diethyl 0-(2-isopropyl-6-methyl-4-pyrimi- 
dinyl) phosphorcthicate 5 percent. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 2 
. (c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 538-RET. O. M. Scott * 
Sons. Marysville OH 43040. (SCOTTS) 
VEGETABLE GARDEN INSECTICIDE. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Pyrethrlns IDO percent; 
Plpcronyl Butoxide, technical 10.00 per¬ 
cent; Petroleum distillate 79.00 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 201-OTA. Shell Chemical 
Co.. 1025 Connecticut Ave. N.W., Suite 200, 
Washington DC 20036. TECHNICAL 
ATRAZINE HERBICIDE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Atrazine (2-ch loro-4-ethylamlno-6- 
isopropylamlno - s - triazine) 95 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 201-GTL. Shell Chemical 
Co. ATRAZINE 4 WDS HERBICIDE. Active 
Ingredients: Atrazine (2-chloro-4-ethyl- 
amlno-6-isopropylamino-s-trlazine) 40.8 
percent; Related compounds 2 2 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 201 -GTT. Shell Chemical 
Co. ATRAZINE 80 WP HERBICIDE. Active 
Ingredients: Atrazine (2-ch loro-4-e thy 1- 
amino - 6 - isopropyl amino - s - triazine) 76 
percent; Related Compounds 4 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

Republished Items 

The fallowing items represent a change 
and/or correction in the list of Applications 
Received published in the Federal Register 
of September 25. 1974 (39 FR 34472). 

EPA File Symbol 3696-TL. Tex tee Chemicals 
Co., Div., of Morton-Norwich Products, 
Inc., PO Box 368, Greenville SC 29602. 
TEXIZE NEW 6194 DISINFECTANT 
CLEANER. Active Ingredients: Sodium 
xylene sulfonate 10.8 percent • • • Orig¬ 
inally published as Active Ingredients: 
Sodium xylene sufonate 10.8 percent • • • 
EPA File Symbol 1989-0. Sanco Products Co., 
Div. of Sanitary 8upply And Chemical Co., 
Inc., 1810 Seventh St., M^con GA 31206. 
SANCO SUPER SOLUBLE ORGANIC 
CHLORINE CONCENTRATE. AcUve Ingre¬ 
dients: Sodium dlchloro-s-triaelnetzione 
99.00 percent. Originally published as Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Sodium dlchloro-s-tri- 
azlnetrione 99.00 percent. 

Dated: October 3, 1974. 

John B. Rjtch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 
|FR Doc.74-23593 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


[FRL 279-3] 

AIR POLLUTION CHEMISTRY AND 
PHYSICS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the Air 
Pollution Chemistry and Physics Ad¬ 
visory Committee will be held at 9 a.m. t 
November 7 and 8, 1974, In the Audi¬ 
torium of the U.S. Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency, National Environ mental 
Research Center, Research Triangle 
Park. North Carolina 27711. 

This is the regular fall meeting of this 
committee. The agenda will include (a) 
oxidant transport studies, (b) atmos¬ 
pheric sulfuric acid and sulfate, <c) pro¬ 
tocols for determining the effects of fuel 
additives on automotive emissions, and 
(d) characterization of non-regulatcd 
emissions from catalyst-equipped ve¬ 
hicles. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Any member of the public wishing to 
participate or present a paper should 
contact Dr. Alfred H. Ellison, Deputy Di¬ 
rector, Chemistry and Physics Labora¬ 
tory, Environmental Protection Agency, 
National Environmental Research 
Center, Research Triangle Park, North 
Carolina (919-549-8411, extension 2191). 

Albert C. Trakowskt, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
lor Research and Development. 

(FR Doc.74-23838 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


(FRL 279-4] 

SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD EXECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is 
hereby given that the Executive Com¬ 
mittee of the U.S. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency Science Advisory Board will 
meet as guests with the Science Advisory 
Board of the National Center for 
Toxicological Research (NCTR). The 
joint meeting will be held on Monday, 
November 4, 1974, at the NCTR facility 
at Jefferson, Arkansas, beginning at 
12 noon, and on Tuesday, November 5, 
1974, at the University of Arkansas be¬ 
ginning at 9 a.m. 

The agenda and purpose of the meet¬ 
ing will be published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister by the host committee. 

The meeting is open to the public. Any 
member of the public wishing to attend 
must arrange for registration and seat¬ 
ing reservation by contacting Dr. J* 
Frances Allen, Staff Scientist, EPA 
Science Advisory Board, on telephone 
number (703) 557-7720. 

Albert C. Trakowskj, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Research and Develop¬ 
ment. 

IFR Doc.74-23839 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 
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(FRL 272-11 

air pollution prevention and 

CONTROL 

Categories of Stationary Sources, Additions 
to List 


Section 111 of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 1857C-6) directs the Administra¬ 
tors of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to publish and from time to 
time revise a list of categories of station¬ 
ary sources which he determines may 
contribute significantly to air pollution 
which causes or contributes to the en- 
dangerment of public health or welfare. 
Within 120 days after the inclusion of a 
category of stationary sources in such a 
list, the Administrator is required to pro¬ 
pose regulations establishing standards 
of performance for new and modified 
sources within such category. The origi¬ 
nal list of five source categories was pub¬ 
lished March 31, 1971 (36 FR 5931), and 
standards of performance were promul¬ 
gated December 23, 1971 (36 FR 24876). 
A second list of seven source categories 
was published June 11, 1973 (38 FR 
15380), and standards of performance 
were promulgated March 8, 1974 <39 FR 
9308). 

The Administrator, after evaluating 
available information, has determined 
that the following are additional cate¬ 
gories of stationary sources which meet 
the above requirements: primary copper 
smelters, primary zinc smelters, and pri¬ 
mary lead smelters. Evaluation of other 
stationary source categories is being con¬ 
ducted, and the list will be revised from 
time to time as the Administrator deems 
appropriate. Accordingly, notice is given 
that the Administrator, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 111(b)(1)(A) of the Act and after 
consultation with appropriate advisory 
committees, experts, and Federal depart¬ 
ments and agencies in accordance with 
section 117(f) of the Act, effective on 
October 15, 1974 amends the list of cate¬ 
gories of stationary sources to read as 
follows: 


List or Categories or Stationary Sources 
k2rD Corresponding Affected Facilities 


• • 


Source category: 

13. Primary copper 

smelters. 

14. Primary zinc 

smelters. 

15. Primary lead 

smelters. 


Affected facility 

Dryer, roaster, smelt¬ 
ing furnace, con¬ 
verter. 

Roaster. sintering 
machine. 

Sintering machine, 
sintering machine 
discharge end, blast 
furnace, dross rever¬ 
beratory furnace, 
electric smelting 
furnance, converter. 


Proposed standards of performance ap¬ 
plicable to the above source categories 
JbPear elsewhere in this issue of the 
federal Register. 


John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

October 4, 1974. 

[FR Ltoc.74-23840 Filed 10-ll-74;8:46 am] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

CABLE TELEVISION TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CTAC) 

Panel 3 (Receivers); Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10 of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I 
section 10 (Supp. II, 1972), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the CTAC 
Panel 3 (Receivers) meeting on Octo¬ 
ber 31, .974, to be held at O'Hare Inter¬ 
national Tower, O'Hare International 
Airport, Chicago, Illinois. The meeting 
is scheduled to commence at 9:30 a.m. 

The agenda is as follows: 

(1) Approval of Panel 3 Technical Notes 
on: 

a. Oscillator voltage; spurious responses. 

b. Direct Pickup. 

(2) Report of Subgroup on review of the 
Electronic Industries Association (EIA) 
Cable Television Systems Committee (CTSC) 
recommendations set forth In an EIA Engi¬ 
neering Bulletin. 

(3) Report on Review of Channeling Plans. 

(4) Approval of Final Panel 3 Report. 

(5) New Business. 

(6) Adjournment. 

Any member of the public may attend 
or file a written statement with the Com¬ 
mittee either before or after the meeting. 
Any member of the public wishing to 
make an oral statement must consult 
with the Committee prior to the meeting. 
Inquiries may be directed to Mr. A. H. 
Rutkowski, FCC, 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20554—-(202) 632-9797. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Lseal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23926 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


[Report No. 722 J 

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 1 

Domestic Public Radio Services 
Applications Accepted for Filing : 

October 7,1974. 

Pursuant to §5 1.227(b) (3) and 21.30 
(b) of the Commission's rules, an appli¬ 
cation, in order to be considered with any 
domestic public radio services application 
appearing on the attached list, must be 
substantially complete and tendered for 
filing by whichever date is earlier: (a) 
The close of business one business day 
preceding the day on which the Commis¬ 
sion takes action on the previously filed 
application; or (b) within 60 days after 

1 All applications listed in the appendix are 
subject to further consideration and review 
and may be returned and/or dismissed If not 
found to be In accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's rules, regulations and other re¬ 
quirements. 

*The above alternative cut-off rules apply 
to those applications listed in the appendix 
as having been accepted in Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio, Rural Radio, Polnt-to- 
Point Microwave Radio and Local Television 
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the rules). 


the date of the public notice listing the 
first prior filed application (with which 
subsequent applications are in conflict) 
as having been accepted for filing. An 
application which is subsequently 
amended by a major change will be con¬ 
sidered to be a nevrly filed application. 
It is to be noted that the cut-off dates 
are set forth in the alternative—applica¬ 
tions will be entitled to consideration 
with those listed in the appendix if filed 
by the end of the 60 day period, only if 
tiie Commission has not acted upon the 
application by that time pursuant to the 
first alternative earlier date. The mutual 
exclusivity rights of a new application 
are governed by the earliest action with 
respect to any one of the earlier filed 
conflicting applications. 

The attention of any party in Interest 
desir ing to file pleadings pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, concerning any do¬ 
mestic public radio services application 
accepted for filing, is directed to § 21.27 
of the Commission’s rules for provisions 
governing the time for filing and other 
requirements relating to such pleadings. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 

20484-CD-P-75, Canaveral Communications, 
Inc. (KU0610). C.P. to relocate facilities 
operating on 454.025 MHz to 2.5 miles SW. 
of Titusville. Brevard. Florida. 

20485-CD-P- (3) —75, Eikonix Communica¬ 
tions, Inc. (new). CJ». for new 1-way sta¬ 
tion to operate on 158.70 MHz at Loc. #1: 
35 Hardy Road. Falmouth. Maine; 152.240 
MHz at Loc. #2: Streaked Mtn. 3.5 miles 
SW. of Buckfield, Maine; and control fa¬ 
cilities to operate on freq. 454.025 MHz at 
Loc. #1 described above. 

20486-CD-P-(3)-75, MobUe Radio Commu¬ 
nications Service, Inc. (KOA264). C.P. to 
replace transmitters operating on 454.050, 
454.100, & 454.275 MHz at Loc. #1: 431 
Greenleaf Road. Portland, Oregon. 
20487-CD-P—75. The Thorntown Telephone 
Company (KSJ808). C.P. to reinstate ex¬ 
pired license operating on 152.66 MHz lo¬ 
cated at 115 E. Bow Street, Thorntown. 
Indiana. 

20488-CD-P-75, Digital Paging Systems of 
Toledo, Inc. (KU0559). CP. to relocate fa¬ 
cilities operating on 158.70 MHz to 1 Levis 
Square, Flberglas Tower, Toledo, Ohio. 
20483-CD-P-75. Answer Inc. of San Antonio 
(new). C.P. for a new 1-way station to 
operate on freq. 43.58 MHz located 700 Feet 
SW. of North St. and W. Kingsbury St. 
Junction, Sequin. Texas. 

20490-CD-P/L-75, Mountain Home Telephone 
Co., Inc. (KLB773). C.P. to reinstate ex¬ 
pired license operating on 152.66 MHz lo¬ 
cated at Wallace Knob, 1 y z miles N. Moun¬ 
tain Home, Arkansas. 

20491-CD-P-75, Southwestern BeU Telephone 
Company (KKT399). C.P. to relocate fa¬ 
cilities operating on 153.75 MHz to be lo¬ 
cated at 307 SW. Third Street, Seminole, 
Texas. 

20492-CD-P-75, Central State Telephone 
Company (new). CP. for new station to 
operate on 152.75 MHz located 0.4 Mile 
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South of city limits of Vesper, Vesper, Wis¬ 
consin. 

20493—CD-P-75. Badger State Telephone 
Company (new). C.P. for a new station to 
operate on 152.81 MHz located Approxi¬ 
mately 0.5 miles SE. of Chili, Chill, Wis¬ 
consin. 

20494—CD-P-75, Fennimore Telephone Com¬ 
pany (New). CP. for a new station to op¬ 
erate on 152.81 MHz freq. located 1.5 miles 
W. of Fennimore Hall, on U.S. #18, Grant, 
Wisconsin. 

20495—CD-P-75, Claude N. Tiede, d/b/a C & C 
Electronics (New). C.P. for new 1-way 
signaling station to operate on 152.24 MHz 
located at 105 Fir Street, La Grande, 
Oregon. 

20496-CD-P-75, Bruce Telephone Company, 
Inc. (New). C.P. for a new station to op¬ 
erate on 152.750 MHz located % Mile North 
of Bruce. Mississippi. 

20497-CD-P-75, Bruce Telephone Company, 
Inc. (New). C.P. for a new 1-way signaling 
station to operate on 152.840 MHz located 
% Mile North of Bruce, Mississippi. 

DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 

Renewal of License expiring April 1, 1974. 
Term: 4/1/74 to 4/1/79. Radiocall Paging 
Service, KKM248. 

POINT-TO-POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE 

739- CF-P-75, New England Telephone and 
Telegraph Company (KCK87), 45 Forest 
Avenue, Portland, Maine. Lat. 43*39'21" N., 
Long. 70*15'52" W. C.P. to add 6123.1V 
MHz towards Sanford, Maine, on azimuth 
239°13' 

740- CF—P-75, Same (KCL54), 185 Franklin 
Street, Boston, Masachuestts. Lat. 
42*21*20" N., Long. 71*03*21" W. C.P. to 
add 11345H, 11505H, and 11265V MHz 
towards Medford, Massachusetts, on azi¬ 
muth 341 °38% 

741- CF-P-75, Same (KCL87), Mount Hope. 
2.0 miles SW. of Sanford, Maine. Lat. 
43*25*14" N., Long. 70*48 12" W. C.P. to 
add 6375.2H MHz towards Portland, Maine, 
on azimuth 58°51% add 6375.2H MHz to¬ 
wards Chester, New Hampshire, on azi¬ 
muth 211 °57\ 

742- CF-P-75. Same (KVH51), Murray Street, 
Medford, Massachusetts. Lat. 42°25'50" N., 
Long. 71*05'22" W. C.P. to add 10935H, 
11095H, and 10855V MHz towards Boston, 
Massachusetts, on azimuth 161 °37% add 
6286.2V MHz towards Chester, New 
Hampshire, on azimuth 348°27% 

743- CF-P-75. Same (WBPC6). 2.6 miles SE. of 
Chester, New Hampshire. Lat. 42°55'18" N., 
Long. 71 ®13'34" W. C.P. to add 6123.1V 
MHz towards Sanford, Maine, on azimuth 
31°40'; add 6034.2H MHz towards Medford, 
Massachusetts, on azimuth 168*21'. 

750- CF-P-75, The Mountain States Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company (KXR24), 
Gunnison, 2 miles WNW. of Sterling, Utah. 
Lat. 39°12'06" N., Long. 111*43'39" W. C.P. 
to add 11365H and 11605V MHz towards a 
new pt. of communication at Ephraim, 
Utah, on azimuth 34°24% 

751- CF-P-75. Same (New), 56 West Center 
Street, Ephraim, Utah. Lat. 39°21'37" N., 
Long. 111“35'16" W. CP. for a new station 
on freq. 10915H and 11155V MHz towards 
Gunnison. Utah, on azimuth 214 °30% 

752- CF-P-75, New York Telephone Company 
(KEH95). In any temporary fixed location 
within the territory of the Grantee. Re¬ 
newal of Radio Station License (Develop¬ 
mental) Term: 11-12-74 to 11-12-75. 

753- CF-P-75, Pacific Northwest Bell Tele¬ 
phone Company (New), Crystal Mountain, 
11.8 miles SE. of Green water, Washington. 
Lat. 46"59'58" N., Long. 121°3r37" W. CP. 
for a new station on freq. 2120.4H MHz to¬ 
wards Enumclaw, Washington, via passive 
reflector on azimuth 123°21% 


NOTICES 

754- CF-P-75, Same (New), Enumclaw, 5.4 
miles SW. of Baldi, Washington. Lat. 
47*13'09" N.. Long. 121*50 31" W. C.P. 
for a new station on freq. 2170.4H MHz to¬ 
wards Crystal Mtn., Washington, via pas¬ 
sive reflector on azimuth 134°20\ 

755- CF-P-75, American Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Company (KJC28), 1645 Hampton 
Street, Columbia, South Carolina. Lat. 
34°00'29" N.. Long. 81*01'42" W. C.P. to 
add 3770V, 3850V, and 3930V MHz towards 
a new pt. of communication at Ridgeway, 
South Carolina, on azimuth 13*12'. 

756- CF-P-75, Same (new), 1.3 miles NE. of 
Ridgeway. South Carolina. Lat. 34° 19'18" 
N., Long. 80*56'23" W. C.P. for a new sta¬ 
tion on freq. 3730V, 3810V, & 3890V MHz 
towards Columbia. South Carolina, on azi¬ 
muth 193*15'; 3730H, 3810H. and 3890H 
MHz towards a new pt. of communication 
at Hanging Rock. South Carolina, on azi¬ 
muth 49*13'. 

757- CF-P-75, Same (new), 2.2 miles W. of 

Kershaw. South Carolina. Lat. 34°33'00" 
N., Long. 80°37'09" W. C.P. for a new sta¬ 
tion on freq. 3770H, 3850H, & 3930H MHz 
towards Ridgeway, South Carolina, on azi¬ 
muth 229*24'; 3770H, 3850H, & 3930H 

MHz towards Alton. North Carolina, on 
azimuth 16°39'. 

758- CF-P-75, Same (new), 2.6 miles ENE. 
of Alton, North Carolina. Lat. 34°53'21" N.. 
Long. 80°29'46" W. C.P. for a new station 
on freqs. 3730H, 381 OH, & 3890H MHz to¬ 
wards Hanging Rock. South Carolina, on 
azimuth 196*43'; 3730V. 3810V. & 3890V, 
MHz towards Stanfield, North Carolina, on 
azimuth 09*05'. 

759- CF-P-75. Same (new). Loves Chapel Rd., 
1.0 mile South of Stanfield, North Caro¬ 
lina. Lat. 35*12'56" N., long. 80°25'57" W. 
C.P. for a new station on freq. 3770V, 
3850V, & 3930V MHz towards Alton, North 
Carolina, on azimuth 189*07'. 

760- CF-P-75, Northwestern Bell Telephone 
Company (KAU58). 2 miles north of 
Gettysburg. South Dakota. Lat. 45 *03'20" 

N. , Long. 99*57'20" W. C.P. to change 
freqs. from 6155 and 6395 MHz towards 
Java, South Dakota, to 6063.8H and 5945.- 
2H MHz on azimuth 9*42', change power 
and transmitters from Motorola MA232/ 

O. 2 power output to Collins, MW 108A/ 
2.0 power output; correct coordinates, azi¬ 
muth, and path length as above. 

761- CF-P-75, Same (KAV49), 2 miles SE. of 
Java, South Dakota. Lat. 45°29'24" N.. 
Long. 99*51'00" W. C.P. to change, power, 
transmitter, azimuth, path length and 
freq. from 6063.8H and 5945.2H MHz to 
6375.2V & 6256.5V MHz towards Mobrldge 
RIE, South Dakota on azimuth 277 3 56'; 
change transmitter, power and freq. from 
6035V & 6275V MHz to 6404.8H and 6286.2H 
MHz towards Gettysburg, South Dakota 
on azimuth 190°00. 

762- CF-P-75, Northwestern Bell Telephone 
Company (KEC74), 3 miles East of Mo- 
bridge. South Dakota. Lat. 45*32'16" N., 
Long. 100*21'00" W. C.P. to change power, 
azimuth, path length, transmitter and 
freq. from 6178.1 H & 6375.2H MHz to 
6152.8V & 6034.2V MHz towards Java, 
South Dakota on azimuth 97°33% 

763- CF-P-75, RCA Alaska Communications, 
Inc. (new). Alyeska Pipeline construction 
site, 252 miles SE. of Barrow, Alaska. Lat. 
68°50'34" N.. Long. 148 49'47" W. CP. 
for a new station on freq. 2112.4V MHz 
towards Slope, Alaska on azimuth 220*44'. 

764- CF-P-75, Same (new). Alyeska Pipeline 
construction site, 3.8 miles SE. of Gal¬ 
braith. Alaska. Lat. 68*25'22" N., Long. 
149*21 '26" W. C.P. for a new station on 
freqs. 2126.8H MHz towards Galbraith 
Camp, Alaska on azimuth 307*32'. 

766-CF-P/L-75, Whidbey Telephone Com¬ 
pany (KPR41), Bayview, 3 miles SW. of 


Langley, Washington. Lat. 48*00*27" N. 
Long. 122 c 27'49" W. C.P. and license to re¬ 
instate expired authorization on freq. 
6290.0H and 6410.0H MHz towards Eve¬ 
rett, Washington via passive reflector. 

766- CF-P-75, South Central Bell Telephone 
Company (KLK84), 530 South Buchanan 
Street, Lafayette. Louisiana. Lat. 30*13* 
32" N.-Long. 90*01'10" W. C.P. to add 
4130V MHz towards Opelousas, Louisiana 
on azimuth 349*42'. 

767- CF-P-75, Same (KLK85), 251 West North 
Street. Opelousas. Louisiana. Lat. 30*32'07" 
N. Long. 92°05*04" W. C.P. to add 4170H 
MHz towards Lebeau, Louisiana on azi¬ 
muth 28*31'. 

768- CF-P-75, Southern Bell Telephone and 
Telegraph Company (KJC90). 8.5 miles 
West of Waterboro, South Carolina. Lat. 
32°53'16" N., Long. 80*43'34" W. CP. to 
change freq. and transmitter from 5945.2H 
MHz to 6034.2V MHz towards Summerville, 
South Carolina on azimuth 91*49'; change 
freq. and transmitter from 6004.5V and 
6123.1V MHz to 5945.2V and 6123.1V MHz 
towards Lobeco, South Carolina on azi¬ 
muth 171*22'. 

769- CF-P-75, Same (KJC91), 10 miles SW.of 
Summerville, South Carolina. Lat. 32*52' 
20" N., Long. 80*16'22" W. C.P. to change 
freq. and transmitter from 6197.2V MHz to 
6286.2H MHz towards Walterboro, South 
Carolina on azimuth 272*07'; change freq. 
and transmitter from 6197.2H MHz to 86. 
2V MHz towards Charleston, South Caro¬ 
lina on azimuth 106*59'. 

770- CF-P-75, Southern Bell Telephone and 
Telegraph Company (KJC92), 81 St. Philip 
Street, Charleston, South Carolina. Lat. 
32*47'08" N., Long. 79°56'19" W. C.P. to 
change freq. 5915.2V MHz to 6034.2H MHz 
towards Summerville, South Carolina on 
azimuth 287*10'. 

771- CF-P-75. South Central Bell Telephone 
Company (new). 2 J2 miles SSW. of Clarks, 
Louisiana. Lat. 31°59'53" N.. Long. 92* 09' 
13" W. C.P. for a new station on freq. 
6286.2H MHz towards Riverton. Louisiana 
on azimuth 19*53% 

772- CF-P-76, Same (KLK84), 530 South 
Buchanan Street. Lafayette, La. Lat. 30*- 
13'32" N.. Long. 92*01'10" W. C.P. to add 
freq. 4130V MHz towards Maxie. Louisiana 
on azimuth 284*43'; 4050V MHz towards 
Opelousas, La. on azimuth 349*42'; delete 
freq. 6375.2H MHz towards Cecelia, Louisi¬ 
ana on azimuth 54*35% 

773- CF-P-75, Same (KLK85), 251 West North 
Street, Opelousas, Louisiana. Lat. 30*32 07" 
N., Long. 92*05'04" W. C.P. to add 4O90H 
MHz towards Lebeau, Louisiana on azimuth 
28*31' 

774- CF-P-75, Same (KLK86), 3 miles South 
of Lebeau. Louisiana. Lat. 30*41 'll" N., 
Long. 91*59'22" W. CP. to add 4150V 
MHz towards Cheneyville, Louisiana on azi¬ 
muth 320*28% 

775- CF-P-75, Same (KLM90), 1 mile NW. or 
Cheneyville, Louisiana. Lat. 31*01'15" N- 
Long. 92*18'37" W. C.P. to add 4110 H MHz 
towards Alexandria, Louisiana on azimuth 
337*38’ 

776- CF-P-75, Same (KLM91). 825 Murray 
Street, Alexandria, Louisiana. Lat. 31° 18 * 
28" N.. Long. 92°26'52" W. C.P. to add 
401 OH MHz toward Flatwoods, Louisiana 
on azimuth 284*55% 

777- CF-P-75, Same (KLT44), 1.4 miles ENE 

of Cecelia. Louisiana. Lat. 30*20'37" N- 
Long. 91 *49'40" W. C.P. to add. 6123.iv 
MHz towards Lafayette, Louisiana 334 41. 
delete freq. 6123.1H MHz towards Livonia, 
Louisiana on azimuth 46*15% f 

778- CF-P—75, Same (KLT45), 1.1 miles wsw. 
of Livonia, Louisiana. Lat. 30 * 33 '20 N. 
Long. 91 *34'18" W. C.P. to add 6375.2V MHz 
towards Cecelia, Louisiana on azimuth 
226*23% delete freq. 6375.2H MHz towards 
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Baton Rouge, Louisiana on azimuth 107*- 


27'. 

779- CF-P-75, Same (KLT46), 333 North 6th 
Street, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. Lat. 30*26'- 
59" N., Long. 91 *11 06" W. C.P. to add 
6123.1V MHz towards Livonia, Louisiana on 
azimuth 287*38'. 

780- CF-P-75, Same (KLW23), Flatwoods, 
Louisiana. Lat. 31*2413" N., Long. 92*52'- 
12" W. C.P. to add 3970H MHz towards 
Natchitoches, Louisiana on azimuth 

332"10'. 

781- CF-P-75, South Central Bell Telephone 
Company (KLW24). Corner of Touline & 
Fourth Streets. Natchitoches, Louisiana. 
Lat. 31*45 37" N.. Long. 93*05*06" W. C.P. 
to add 4170V MHz towards a new pt. of 
communication at Montgomery, Louisiana 
on azimuth 106°24\ 

782- CF—P-75, Same (KTF66). 1.5 Miles SW. 
of Maxie, Louisiana. Lat. 30 *18’27" N., 
Long. 92 c 22'52" W CJP. to add 4170V MHz 
towards Fenton, Louisiana on azimuth 
273*56'. 

783- CF-P-75, Same (KTF67), 3.4 Miles SW. 
of Fenton, Louisiana. Lat. 30*20'10" N., 
Long. 92 *52'39" W. CP. to add 4130V MHz 
towards Lake Charles, Louisiana on azi¬ 
muth 250*22'. 

784- CF-P-75, The Mountain States Tele¬ 
phone & Telegraph Company (new), Fifth 
and Hiawatha Streets, Fairplay, Colorado. 
Lat. 39*13'31" N., Long. 106*00*06" W. C.P. 
for a new station on freq. 10815V and 
11135V MHz towards a new pt. of com¬ 
munication at Sacramento, Colorado on 
azimuth 262° 19'. 

785- CF-P-75. Same (new), 166 Chief Colo- 
row Street, Dillion, Colorado. Lat. 39 °- 
37'51" N., Long. 106°02'49" W. C.P. for a 
new station on freqs. 11305V and 11625V 
MHz towards Hoosier Pass, Colorado on 
azimuth 180 °55'. 


786- CF-P-75. Same (new). 8.3 miles South 
of Breckenridge. Colorado. Lat. 39 *21'43" 
N., Long. 106*03*09" W. C.P. for a new sta¬ 
tion on freq. 10855V and 11175V MHz to¬ 
wards Sacramento, Colorado on azimuth 
190*11'; freq. 10815V and 11135V MHz to¬ 
wards Dillon, Colorado on azimuth 0°65\ 

787- CF-P-75, Same (new), 4.8 miles West 
of Fairplay. Colorado. Lat. 39 *12'59" N.. 
Long. 106*05*10" W. C.P. for a new station 
on freqs. 11305V & 11625V MHz towards 
Fairplay. Colorado on azimuth 82° 16'; 
11345V and 11665V MHz towards Hoosier 
Pass, Colorado on azimuth 10 u 10'; 4050H 
MHz towards Badger Mtn., Colorado on 
azimuth 110*19'. 

788- CF-P-75, Same (KAN25), 9 miles NW. 
of Lake George, Colorado. Lat. 39°02'58" 
N., Long. 105°30'45" W. C.P. to change 
polarity from H to V on freqs. 3770, 3850, 
3930, 4010 & 4170MHz towards Monarch 
Pass, Colorado on azimuth 229 *01'; add 
4090H MHz towards Northfield, Colorado 
on azimuth 97*40’; add 3770H MHz to¬ 
wards Sacramento, Colorado on azimuth 
290*40'. 

789- CF-P-75. Same (KAN31), 17 miles W. of 
Saiida. Colorado. Lat. 38 29 47" N., Long. 
106*19*06" W. C.P. to change polarization 
from H to V on freqs. 3730, 3810, 3890, 
39<0, 4130 MHz towards Badger, Mountain, 
Colorado on azimuth 48 30'. 

790- CF-P-75, The Mountain States Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company (KZA51). 
12 miles NNW. of Colorado Springs, Colo- 
rado. Lat. 38°59'07" N., Long. 104°56’00" 
3970, 4130 MHz towards Badger Mountain, 
W. C.P. to add 4050H MMz towards Colo¬ 
rado Springs. Colorado on azimuth 152* 
56 ; 3730H MHz towards Badger Mtn., 
Colorado on azimuth 278° 03'. 

*7^: P ~ 76 ' Same < kz A 53) , 17 North Weber 
i < S e otn.£ 0l0rad °- Lat * 38W05" N., Long. 
104 49 06 ' W. C.P. to add 3770H MHz to¬ 
wards Northfield, Colorado on azimuth 
333*00*. 


814-CF-ML-75, American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Company (KSQ56), 1 mile SE. of 
Wiley, Alabama. Lat. 33*31'06" N., Long. 
87*26*39" W. Mod. of Lie. to change polar¬ 
ity from H to V on freq. 4198 towards 
Coker, Alabama on azimuth 216*49'. 

902- CF-P-75, Project Mutual Telephone Co¬ 
operative Association, Inc. (new), Kimama 
Butte, 15 miles NW. of Rupert, Idaho. Lat. 
42 45*45" N., Long. 113*53'46" W. C.P. 
for a new station on freq. 2176.8H MHz 
towards Rupert, Idaho on azimuth 131*42'. 

903- CF-P-75, Same (new), 638 Fifth Street. 
Rupert, Idaho. Lat. 42*37'01" N.. Long. 
113*40*31" W. C.P. for a new station on 
freq. 2126.8H MHz towards Kimama Butte. 
Idaho on azimuth 311*51'. 

904- CF-P-75, RCA Alaska Communications, 
Inc. (WOE61), Galbraith Camp, 261 miles 
North of Fairbanks, Alaska. Lat. 68°27'21" 
N., Long. 149*28'28" W. C.P. to add freq. 
2176.8H MHz towards a new pt. of com¬ 
munication at Pump Station #4. Alaska on 
azimuth 127*42'. 

905- CF-P-75, Same (WOF51), Slope, 283 
miles North of Fairbanks. Alaska. Lat. 
68°44'37" N., Long. 149°03'53" W. C.P. to 
add freq. 2162.4V MHz towards a new pt. 
of communication at Pump Station #3, 
Alaska on azimuth 40*31'. 

4009- C1-P-74, General Telephone Company 
of the Northwest. Inc. Lat. 46*40'42" N., 
Long. 116*58*29" W. Amend application to 
correct azimuth from 68*03' to 67*01' to¬ 
wards Deary. Idaho. 

4010- C1-P-74, Same (Lat. 46*48'01" N.. Long. 
116*33'12" W. Amend application to cor¬ 
rect azimuth from 248*23' to 247*19' to¬ 
wards Paradise Ridge, Idaho. (All other 
particulars same.) 

|FR Doc.74- 23923 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


[FCC 74-1031; Docket No. 20201; File Nos. 

17-19-DSE-MP-74; W-P-C-86| 

GTE SATELLITE CORP. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Desig¬ 
nating Applications for Consolidated 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In the matter of applications of GTE 
Satellite Corporation for authorization 
to modify construction permits for three 
domestic satellite earth stations; and for 
authorization pursuant to section 214 to 
utilize, in conjunction with AT&T, satel¬ 
lites provided by COMSAT General to 
AT&T. 

1. By applications filed on April 18 and 
April 30. 1974 GTE Satellite Corporation 
(GSAT) seeks authority to modify its 
domestic satellite system facilities au¬ 
thorized on September 12, 1973 (GTE 
Satellite Corp. et al., 43 FCC 2d 1141), 
principally so as to participate in a com¬ 
bined AT&T/GSAT satellite system uti¬ 
lizing the space segment of COMSAT 
General Corporation (COMSAT Gen¬ 
eral) in lieu of the separate system we 
authorized. Petitions to deny the appli¬ 
cations have been filed by CML Satellite 
Corporation (CML), the Network Proj¬ 
ect, Western Union International, Inc. 
(WOT) . IT T World Communications, 
Inc. (ITT), as well as comments by 
American Satellite Corporation (Ameri¬ 
can Satellite), and an opposition by Do¬ 
mestic Satellite Corporation (Domsat). 
Responsive pleadings have been filed by 
GSAT, AT&T, and the Communications 
Satellite Corporation (Comsat) with 
COMSAT General; ITT and WOT have 
filed replies. 


. Background 

2. Our decision of September 12. 1973 
authorized GSAT to lease satellite trans¬ 
ponders from National Satellite Services, 
Inc. (NSS)—a subsidiary of Hughes Air¬ 
craft Company—and to construct five 
earth stations to provide interstate mes¬ 
sage toll telephone service. The earth 
stations were to be located in Hawaii, 
California (near Los Angeles), Florida. 
Indiana and Pennsylvania. 

This decision was made after extensive 
consideration of the question of whether 
GSAT should be authorized facilities to 
provide interstate MTT service and over 
the objection of AT&T, which sought 
judicial review of the GSAT grant. 1 The 
factors we relied on in making our public 
interest determination are set forth in 
paragraphs 25-41 of the decision (43 
FCC 2d at 1150-1155) and may be sum¬ 
marized briefly as follows. 

3. We concluded that the GSAT sys¬ 
tem was "feasible and can be expected to 
prove beneficial to the public”, and that 
there was “no significant risk that the 
GSAT system will be a burden on or ad¬ 
versely affect the MTT network” (para¬ 
graph 29). On the matter of potential 
benefits we stated that GSAT would be 
“able to assume an increasing role in 
the planning and implementation of the 
nationwide network which can be ex¬ 
pected to lead to the consideration of 
alternative plans and ultimate improve¬ 
ments in the network” (paragraph 37). 
We also looked "with particular favor 
on the manner in which the GSAT pro¬ 
posal plans to integrate Hawaii directly 
with the Northeast and Midwest earth 
stations, thereby eliminating terrestrial 
transmission across the U.S. Mainland 
which would be an integral part of the 
AT&T proposal” (paragraph 38). We 
further anticipated that ‘‘the GSAT sys¬ 
tem will serve as an aid to regulation by 
providing a benchmark for comparing 
the actual costs and performance of two 
different s atell ite systems used in the 
supply of MTT services,” and that bene¬ 
fits would flow from authorizing some en¬ 
tity beside AT&T to share the capital 
costs involved i n ma jor facility emplace¬ 
ments for the MTT network (paragraph 
39). Having found that the GSAT system 
was viable by its own terms and in the 
public interest, we stated our expectation 
that GSAT and AT&T would negotiate 
appropriate settlement and interconnec¬ 
tion arrangements (paragraph 40). 

The GSAT Proposal 

4. In the instant filings, GSAT states 
that in the course of its interconnection 
discussions with AT&T, they concluded 
that the most economic approach to sys¬ 
tem integration would be the creation of 
a combined AT&T/GSAT system/ The 
proposed combined system would consist 
of seven earth stations, three fewer than 


1 Ajnertean Telephone and Telegraph Com¬ 
pany v. FCC, Case No. 73-2065, CAJD.C. 

a GSAT states that because toll switching 
plans had been modified since its original 
1972 application, there was some reduction 
in circuit forecasts and some rerouting of 
traffic. 
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now authorized to AT&T and GSAT. 
GSAT would own earth stations In 
Hawaii, near Los Angeles and in Florida, 
and surrender the permits for its Indiana 
and Pennsylvania earth stations. AT&T 
would own earth stations near San 
Francisco, New York, Chicago and 
Atlanta and turn back the permit for its 
Los Angeles area station. AT&T and 
GSAT would make joint use of a com¬ 
mon space segment, to be leased from 
COMSAT General by AT&T according to 
AT&T’s existing authorization. GSAT's 
use of the space segment would not in¬ 
volve any direct payment to AT&T or 
COMSAT General, but would be handled 
through the procedures for separations 
and division of revenues. Traffic travers¬ 
ing the system would be selected jointly 
by AT&T and GSAT from total MTT net¬ 
work requirement without regard to 
facility ownership, in accordance with 
maximum routing efficiency. Hawaii- 
Mainland traffic would use the Los 
Angeles and San Francisco earth sta¬ 
tions. GSAT estimates that the com¬ 
bined system would reduce the total in¬ 
vestment of AT&T and GSAT by approxi¬ 
mately $40 million and annual operating 
costs by approximately $22 million.* 

5. In addition to seeking Commission 
approval of the proposed combined sys¬ 
tem, GSAT requests modification of the 
relevant earth station construction per¬ 
mits to accommodate cross-polarization 
and to increase the number of frequency 
paths. In the case of the Hawaii earth 
station. GSAT proposes to re-locate the 
station from the authorized site to a 
location adjacent to the Paumalu earth 
station on land purchased from Comsat. 
GSAT also proposes to share back-up 
facilities and utility services with the 
Paumalu earth station. 

Pleadings of the Parties 

a. Opposition Pleadings. 6. Among 
those challenging the proposal, American 
Satellite, CML and the Network Project 
claim that the combined AT&T/GSAT 
system is a new proposal, rather than a 
modification of the authorized GSAT sys¬ 
tem, and that a new public interest find¬ 
ing is necessary. They assert that the 
combined AT&T/GSAT proposal under¬ 
cuts the premises for the original GSAT 
grant, and that GSAT has not supplied 
sufficient information to enable a new 
public interest finding. It is claimed that 
the combined system conflicts with the 
Commission’s goal of encouraging GSAT 
to develop an independent role vis-a-vis 
AT&T in the domestic satellite area 


:s In response to a stair request for copies 
of all agreements between GSAT and AT&T 
concerning the proposed Integrated system 
and the pending appeal from the September 
1973 grant to GSAT. GSAT states that there 
are no written agreements. Negotiations are 
under way to establish the details of points 
of connection and settlements, which agree¬ 
ments will be similar to the Division of 
Revenues Agreements. Moreover, the US. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit has granted AT&T's motion to hold 
the case in abeyance pending Commission 
action on the current GSAT proposal. 


which would provide a benchmark for 
regulatory comparison. CML and WUI 
urge that the Commission should inquire 
into the circumstances for the abandon¬ 
ment of the original GSAT proposal and 
obtain full information as to the agree¬ 
ment with AT&T. The Network Project 
and WUI point to the adverse effect on 
the NSS CATV network proposal and the 
opportunity for free access by public 
television. 

7. Noting that the number of domestic 
satellite systems is dwindling, the Net¬ 
work Project argues that the combined 
system would enhance AT&T’s domi¬ 
nance, contrary to Commission’s policies 
and anti-trust considerations, and 
should be set for hearing. CML urges 
that the AT&T/GSAT proposal should be 
denied unless the Commission is satisfied 
that the combination of AT&T and GSAT 
will not impede the entry of new com¬ 
petitors in the domestic satellite field.* 
American Satellite claims that the three 
year limitation against the provision of 
private line services by AT&T and GSAT 
will not be sufficient if the instant pro¬ 
posal is approved. In addition to seeking 
an extension of such limitation, it urges 
the Commission to return to paragraph 
21 of the Second Report and Order in 
Docket No. 16495 (35 FCC 2d 844, 851) 
by deleting the relaxation in the Memo¬ 
randum Opinion and Order on reconsid¬ 
eration (38 FCC 2d 665, 676) which per¬ 
mits AT&T and GSAT to provide Gov¬ 
ernment private line services via domes¬ 
tic satellite.® WUI and American Satel¬ 
lite claim that COMSAT General should 
be required to tariff the space segment, 
not only with respect to AT&T and 
GSAT, but also so as to make any unused 
space segment available to other car¬ 
riers for specialized ser vices. American 
Satellite, WTJI. and ITT urge that other 
carriers should also have access to the 
AT&T and GSAT earth stations. 

8. ITT and WUI request the Commis¬ 
sion to condition any grant so as to re¬ 
quire equitable access to the combined 
system by the record carriers for the 
purpose of providing their services to 
Hawaii and Puerto Rico, as contemplated 
by the Commission’s orders in Docket No. 
16495 (35 FCC at 857-858; 38 FCC at 
696 ). They state that this means use of 
the space segment on a cost-sharing, 
non-profit basis and an indefeasible right 
of use (IRU) in the relevant earth sta¬ 
tions. WUI seeks not only an IRU in¬ 
terest in the Hawaii earth station but 
also in the West Coast and East Coast 
earth stations, as well as access for trans¬ 
continental transmission incidental to 


4 CML also urges that the Commission 
should require GSAT to comply with the re¬ 
quirement in the Second Report and In its 
domestic satellite authorizations that it file 
a tariff providing for reasonable access to its 
terrestrial facilities by other carriers for local 
distribution of their domestic sateUite 
services. 

5 Domestic Satellite Corporation errone¬ 
ously assumes that the private line limita¬ 
tion does not presently apply to GSAT. and 
seeks the imposition of such a restriction. 
See 35 FCC 2d 844, 854. 


authorized overseas service. WUI further 
seeks interconnection with the telephone 
network for “datel” service. Both ITT 
and WUI request the Commission to give 
careful scrutiny to the Paumalu site pro¬ 
posal, which allegedly disregards the in¬ 
terests of the minority owners of the 
Paumalu earth station • and also the pro¬ 
posal for sharing back- up facilities and 
services with the INTELSAT system. 

b. Responses of GSAT . AT&T and 
Comsat . 9. GSAT argues that those op¬ 
posed to a grant are merely seeking spe¬ 
cial privileges and have not raised any 
substantial public interest question or 
supported their allegations with affida¬ 
vits. GSAT takes the position that the 
modifications now requested are consist¬ 
ent with its authorization and the Com¬ 
mission’s public interest finding, and 
should be granted without hearing. Spe¬ 
cifically. GSAT states that it will still 
apply different technologies in the earth 
stations and will still control traffic. GTE 
affiliates will receive increased network 
participation, GSAT retains industry de¬ 
sign standards, network planning and 
management is preserved, and the fa¬ 
cilities will be more cost effective now. 
As GSAT sees it, the instant applica¬ 
tions merely request an effective imple¬ 
mentation of its domestic satellite au¬ 
thorizations which were issued upon a 
determination that GSAT has satisfied 
the standards of the Communications 
Act and Commission policies. 

10. With respect to the various specific 
requests for relief, GSAT is opposed to 
the access demands of WUI and ITT be¬ 
cause cost or ownership allocations based 
on percentage of relative use allegedly 
pose inherent problems and result in sub¬ 
sidies. GSAT has proposed to give the 
record carriers circuits to Hawaii from 
the Mainland on the same basis as cir¬ 
cuits are made available to Hawaiian 
Telephone Company, and is in favor of a 
tariff approach to the provision of serv¬ 
ices to the record carriers a nd ca rriers 
like CML. GSAT claims that ITT’s and 
WUI’s “self-serving tactics with respect 
to the Paumalu earth station” are de¬ 
signed to force GSAT to give them IETTs 
and should not be condoned by the Com¬ 
mission. GSAT urges the Commission to 
reject American Satellite’s contention 
that the three year limitation against 
private line services should be extended 
and expanded to include Government 
private line services. Finally, GSAT ar¬ 
gues that the Network Project’s reliance 
upon the United Shoe case in urging a 
possible anti-trust violation is misplaced, 
since GSAT is not utilizing its power in 
one field to gain a dominant position in 
the second/ 


• ITT asserts that GSAT does not have con¬ 
trol of the Paumalu site on which the Hawaii 
earth station would be constructed because 
ITT has filed with the Honolulu Bureau of 
Conveyances an instrument revoking Com¬ 
sat’s right to transfer any of the Paumalu 
real estate on ITT's behalf. 

t US. v. United Shoe Machinery Corp., 110 
F. Supp. 295, 348 (D. Miss 1953), aff’d. 347 
UJ5. 521 (1954). 
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11 . AT&T states that a grant of the 
GSAT proposal would serve the public 
interest and be consistent with the Sec¬ 
ond Report and the Commission’s deci¬ 
sion on the original GSAT proposal. It 
asserts that the proposed single system 
would be more economical than imple¬ 
menting two separate systems. The Com¬ 
mission has already found both AT&T 
and GSAT qualified to undertake con¬ 
struction and operation of their respec¬ 
tive systems, and the utilization of a sin¬ 
gle satellite system by two satellite 
grantees to provide MTT service, in order 
to minimize costs to the nationwide tele¬ 
phone network, does not raise any sub¬ 
stantial question which would preclude a 
grant of the instant proposal. The parties 
have not yet formally executed any 
agreement, although they have agreed in 
principle that an agreement will be re¬ 
quired. When such an agreement has 
been negotiated and consumated, copies 
will be furnished to the Commission. 

12. In response to contentions that the 
joint system would undercut the Com¬ 
mission’s objective in authorizing the 
GSAT system. AT&T states that the joint 
system will achieve the Commission’s ob¬ 
jective of having GSAT increase its par¬ 
ticipation in the planning of the inter¬ 
state network. Thus, AT&T reaffirms the 
statement in its April 18,1974 letter that: 

GSAT and AT&T wUl work together to 
select, from total network requirements, the 
circuits assigned to the satellite links. This 
selection and assignment will be based upon 
economic routing criteria; Intended to 
optimize the network without regard to 
ownership of the circuit terminals or earth 
stations, and will involve Increased par¬ 
ticipation by GSAT in interstate network and 
facility planning* 

13. AT&T also sees no merit to anti¬ 
trust or anti-competitive arguments, 
since AT&T and GSAT would be using 
the joint system to provide a recog¬ 
nized monopoly service, MTT, and the 
three year private line restriction repre¬ 
sents the Commission's judgment that 
such a period would suffice to permit the 
development of specialized services. In 
AT&T’s view, the joint AT&T/GSAT pro¬ 
posal will do no more than reduce the 
costs to the public that would have been 
incurred by implementation of two sep¬ 
arate systems. It sees no warrant for 
American Satellite’s request that the lim¬ 
itation be lengthened and broadened to 
include Government private line services. 
AT&T regards such request for relief as 
at best premature under paragraphs 29- 
33 of the December 22 order in Docket 


•Network planning, which Includes the 
configuration of the switching, hierarchy, the 
determination of economic circuit groups, 
traffic routing patterns, and traffic volume es¬ 
timates, will involve GSAT participation in 
tbe planning process. GSAT participation will 
required In planning studies of the fore¬ 
going subjects to the extent that the in- 
of GTE customers are involved. GSAT 
verification of the forecasts of traffic volumes 
originating from GTE switching entities in 
.he network will also be required 

P lannln € * • • will involve par- 
by GSAT 111 the planning and as¬ 
signment process. 


No. 16495 (38 FCC 2d at 678-680). Con¬ 
trary to the suggestion of Comsat, the 
joint system would not frustrate the 
Commission’s objective of incorporating 
Hawaii into the domestic rate pattern. 
AT&T states that whatever savings can 
be achieved by domestic satellites can 
be better achieved by a combined system 
than two separate systems. 

14. Concerning the requests of WUI, 
ITT and CML for access to the combined 
system. AT&T has heretofore expressed 
its willingness to provide available ca¬ 
pacity to other carriers. However, this 
is not a general offering of communica¬ 
tions service and does not require a tariff. 
Moreover, since AT&T does not own the 
space segment, it cannot afford IRU 
agreements for the satellite segments. 
This is not an appropriate proceeding in 
which to consider WUI’s request for in¬ 
terconnection for its “Datel" offering or 
the validity of AT&T tariffs for terrestrial 
access facilities. 

15. Comsat and COMSAT General 
state in response to WUI that COMSAT 
General has no contractual obligation to 
GSAT regarding domestic satellite ca¬ 
pacity. COMSAT General’s agreement 
with AT&T is to provide space segment 
capacity only to AT&T; however, AT&T 
can make such capacity available to 
others. The request that COMSAT Gen¬ 
eral should be required to make space 
segment capacity available to others pur¬ 
suant to tariffs is inconsistent with the 
Commission’s December 22 order in 
Docket No. 16495 (38 FCC 2d at 687- 
688 ), and should be denied. 

16. Concerning the Paumalu dispute, 
Comsat states that it had no knowledge 
of the joint AT&T/GSAT system plan 
when it negotiated with GSAT regard¬ 
ing the sale of land at Paumalu and a 
joint service arrangement for the Pau¬ 
malu No. 1 antenna. Comsat takes the 
position GSAT should first receive a 
construction permit to construct the 
earth stations at Paumalu before Comsat 
files any implementing applications. 
Based on the type of facilities author¬ 
ized. Comsat and GSAT would then com¬ 
plete plans for modification of the ex¬ 
isting Paumalu No. 1 antenna to serve 
as a back-up for the GSAT facility. Com¬ 
sat would then file an application for 
Commission approval of the modifica¬ 
tions, as Manager on behalf of the 
owners of Paumalu No. 1. If the modifi¬ 
cations are authorized and completed, 
Comsat would then file an application 
to operate Paumalu No. 1 for GSAT do¬ 
mestic satellite purposes, consistent with 
the undertakings in the Joint Services 
Agreement filed with the Commission on 
March 26, 1974. WUI's allegations with 
respect to these matters were addressed 
in Comsat’s letter of March 18, 1974 to 
the Commission. While the Commission 
should deny WUI”s request for a stipula¬ 
tion that the same exact quantum of 
property and services will be made avail¬ 
able to other owners of the Paumalu 
earth station, Comsat would give serious 
consideration to a specific requirement 
of another owner and might w’ell favor 
the plan if there were benefits both to 


the carriers involved and the public, as 
in the case of GSAT. 

17. With respect to ITT’s contentions 
that GSAT is unable to acquire the 
Paumalu land because of its “instrument 
of revocation,” Comsat asserts it acted 
properly under the Earth Station Owner¬ 
ship Agreement and that the purported 
revocation is ineffective and not a basis 
under Hawaiian law for blocking the per¬ 
formance of the contracts made with 
GSAT. Comsat asserts that ITT is at¬ 
tempting to use its ownership interest in 
Paumalu to achieve other goals in the 
dispute between GSAT and the record 
carriers as to the terms of access to 
domestic satellite facilities. 

c. Replies of WUI and ITT. 18. In 
reply, WUI and ITT stress the impor¬ 
tance to the record carriers of having the 
“appropriate access” question settled in 
the Commission’s action on the instant 
applications. They point out that what is 
involved is access to the primary satellite 
route for the provision of their Hawaii- 
Mainland services. For several years the 
record carriers have maintained an in¬ 
vestment position in Mainland-Hawaii 
submarine cable systems and Mainland 
and Hawaiian earth stations. The Com¬ 
mission has repeatedly determined that 
the carriers’ revenue requirements are 
favorably lower when their services are 
rendered via owned rather than leased 
facilities. GSAT cannot be permitted to 
turn back the clock and relegate the 
record carriers to their earlier non-pro- 
fltable status as providers of service via 
facil ities leased from competitors. WUI 
and ITT are not seeking any subsidy, 
but rather an investment position in the 
relevant earth stations and use of the 
space segment on a cost-sharing, non¬ 
profit basis. Both WUI and ITT are will¬ 
ing to pay their fair share, and ITT is 
ready to absorb its share of excess capac¬ 
ity designed to meet requirements aris¬ 
ing within a reasonable period of time. 

Discussion and Conclusions 

19. We cannot regard the GSAT pro¬ 
posal to participate in the AT&T system 
simply as a modification of the GSAT 
system we authorized in September 1973 
(43 FCC 2d 1141), or find that it is con¬ 
sistent with that authorization. Rather, 
It appears, for the reasons set forth 
below, that the instant proposal departs 
fundamentally from the authorized sys¬ 
tem and the premises justifying that 
grant. 

20. The original GSAT proposal was 
for a separate, substantially complete, 
system which revolved primarily around 
the requirements of GTE operating com¬ 
panies. Thus, the GSAT proposal con¬ 
templated five earth stations and con¬ 
necting terrestrial links owned by GSAT 
and a space segment leased from an in¬ 
dependent entity, NSS. GSAT planned 
the configuration of the system and was 
to have been responsible for its opera¬ 
tion. GSAT selected the earth station 
sites and the types of earth stations and 
space segment it would utilize on the 
basis of GTE traffic patterns. GSAT 
justified the economic feasibility of the 
system and demonstrated the lack of 
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burden on the MTT network on the basis 
of GSAT traffic, although it expressed a 
hope that AT&T would put some traffic 
on the system. While the GSAT system 
necessarily required appropriate inter¬ 
connection and settlement arrangements 
with AT&T and coordination of planning 
and operations, it was to a significant 
degree independent of AT&T. 

21. It was in this context that we 
pointed to the distinctive benefits that 
could flow from authorization of the 
GSAT system, stating (43 FCC 2d at 
1150-1151): 

Tt would introduce more directly, although 
on a limited scale, the perspective and ex¬ 
perience of another responsible entity into 
the planning and operation of the interstate 
MTT network, which heretofore has been the 
sole responsibility of AT&T. It could pro¬ 
vide a basis for regulatory comparison of 
the relative efficiencies and cost advantages 
of somewhat different technologies repre¬ 
sented by AT&T's proposal and OTE’s pro¬ 
posal. It could also lessen AT&T's dominance 
and economic influence in the domestic satel¬ 
lite field. 

We relied on Instances where GSAT’s in¬ 
dependence from AT&T resulted in dif¬ 
ferent proposals. Thus, in finding that 
authorization of the GSAT system “can 
be expected to lead to the consideration 
of alternative plans and ultimate Im¬ 
provements in the network/' we noted 
that in response to GSAT’s proposed 
1200 voice circuit capacity per satellite 
transponder, AT&T increased its original 
proposal of 900 circuits to 1200 (43 FCC 
2d at 1153). We looked with particular 
favor on GSAT’s proposal to serve Ha¬ 
waii from several Mainland earth sta¬ 
tions rather than one West Coast earth 
stations as proposed by AT&T (43 FCC 
2d at 1153-1154). And in summing up 
other beneficial consequences to be an¬ 
ticipated from the GSAT system we re¬ 
lied on the circumstances that there 
would be “two different satellite systems 
used in the supply of MTT services” and 
that the GSAT system “will be serving 
primarily its own traffic centers,” stating 
(43 FCC 2d at 1154): 

Finally, wo believe that authorization of 
the GSAT proposal will have beneficial conse¬ 
quences In other areas. We anticipate that 
the GSAT system will serve as an aid to regu¬ 
lation by providing a benchmark for compar¬ 
ing the actual costs and performance of two 
different satellite systems used in the supply 
of MTT services, a benchmark which has 
never been available to us In the past be¬ 
cause of AT&T’s monopoly role in the provi¬ 
sion of MTT services. Moreover, at a time 
when AT&T is facing enormous pressure*? In 
the raising of capital funds, to the point 
where the magnitude of Its needs creates 
problems requiring our special attention, we 
think it both desirable and prudent to au¬ 
thorize some other entity, absent special 
circumstances militating against doing so. to 
share the capital costs involved in major 
facility emplacements for the MTT network. 
This Is particularly true where, as here, the 
other entity will be serving primarily its own 
traffic centers, 

22. GSAT’s instant proposal Is in es¬ 
sence a proposal to own earth stations 
in the AT&T system. There would not 
be two different satellite systems for MTT 
or any real benchmark for comparison. 


There would be very little reduction of 
AT&T’s capital costs, only the Los Angeles 
earth station, and no contribution by 
GSAT towards AT&T’s space segment 
costs. There would also be very little less¬ 
ening of AT&T’s dominance and eco¬ 
nomic influence in the domestic satellite 
field. Since GSAT would be handling pri¬ 
marily AT&T traffic at the Los Angeles 
and Florida earth stations, it is not rea¬ 
sonable to assume that it would operate 
in any manner contrary to AT&T’s wishes 
or incorporate design or other innova¬ 
tions of which AT&T did not approve. To 
be sure, GSAT would own and operate 
three earth stations and would partici¬ 
pate with AT&T in deciding what traf¬ 
fic would go on the system, and to this 
extent would have increased participa¬ 
tion in network and facility planning. 
But this is not the same as the role af¬ 
forded by planning and operating a sep¬ 
arate system, handling primarily GSAT 
traffic. Moreover, even with respect to 
this limited participation, we have no as¬ 
surance as to the extent to which GSAT 
would press any independent views in a 
joint venture dominated by AT&T or the 
extent to which AT&T might heed them. 
GSAT’s original proposal to serve Hawaii 
from its Los Angeles, Midwest and North¬ 
east earth stations has already been 
abandoned in favor of access from the 
West Coast earth stations only.* 

23. Finally, although we did not rely 
on the NSS proposal in determining that 
the GSAT system should be authorized, 
we did note the interdependence of the 
two proposals in the sense that NSS 
stated it could not proceed without GSAT 
(43 FCC 2d at 1141). A side effect of the 
instant GSAT proposal is to place in 
jeopardy the NSS proposal to distribute 
programming to the cable television in¬ 
dustry and to provide interconnection to 
public broadcasting interests without 
charge, a proposal we found to serve the 
public interest. In other words, the in¬ 
stant GSAT proposal stands alone, with¬ 
out collateral benefits. 

24. In short, we think that the present 
GSAT proposal is basically different 
from the proposal we considered in our 
September 1973 decision. The reasons 
there set forth for our public interest 
determination are inapplicable here. 
Moreover, we conclude that the instant 
proposal is not consistent with our orig¬ 
inal authorization and cannot properly 
be regarded as a request for modifica¬ 
tion of the GSAT system. We will treat 
the applications as a request by GSAT 
for ownership of earth stations to op¬ 
erate with the AT&T system, and con¬ 
sider anew whether this proposed ar¬ 
rangement is in the public interest. 

25. Apart from asserting that the in¬ 
stant proposal Is consistent with the 
original GSAT authorization and the 
rationale therefor, a contention we have 
already rejected, GSAT and AT&T ad¬ 
vance one major argument in support of 


•We note, however, that GSAT and AT&T 
purport to have the question ol service to 
Hawaii from additional earth stations under 
study. 


a grant. They state that one system, con¬ 
figured as they now propose, would cost 
less than two separate systems and is 
therefore in the public interest. By 
eliminating one space segment and three 
earth stations with associated terrestrial 
links, the total investment of AT&T and 
GSAT would be reduced by approxi¬ 
mately $40 million and annual operating 
costs by approximately $22 million. 

26. We have two difficulties with this. 
In the first place, while costs would be 
reduced there would be correspondingly 
less space segment capacity, which could 
accelerate the time when additional ca¬ 
pacity is needed. Moreover, the two GSAT 
earth stations to be eliminated were to 
be located in somewhat different areas 
than the AT&T earth stations. More im¬ 
portant, assuming that significant and 
worthwhile savings would be achieved, 
this might alternatively be accomplished 
by having one satellite system configured 
In the same manner and authorized to 
AT&T alone. There is no showing what¬ 
ever that any savings would be realized 
by virtue of GSAT’s ownership of some 
of the earth stations. Nor are we per¬ 
suaded on the basis of the record before 
us that there would be any other out¬ 
standing benefits conferred by GSAT 
ownership of the Los Angeles and 
Florida earth stations." While some 
GSAT traffic Is involved, the bulk of the 
traffic is AT&T’s and GSAT would be 
acting primarily as an agent. The only 
apparent plus is that GSAT could have 
some measure of greater participation in 
the pl annin g and operation of the Inter¬ 
state MTT network. 

27. Moreover, as some of the parties 
point out, there are other deficiencies in 
the record before us. We do not have any 
written agreement between GSAT and 
AT&T or the substance of any oral un¬ 
derstanding as to the details of their 
arrangement, although GSAT was re¬ 
quested by our staff to supply such mate¬ 
rial. GSAT and AT&T state that they are 
in the process of negotiating an agree¬ 
ment which will be supplied to the Com¬ 
mission once it has been consummated. 
According to GSAT, the agreement as to 
points of connection and settlements will 
be similar to a Division of Revenues 
Agreement. However, there is no indi¬ 
cation as to whether this will be the sole 
area of agreement or w ? hat will be GSAT’s 
precise rights and obligations under the 
arrangement. Thus, apart from the very 
general assertions made in the filings of 
GSAT and AT&T, we have no clear un¬ 
derstanding of precisely what we are 
being asked to approve. 

28. Further, we are troubled by a lack 
of full information as to the reasons for 
GSAT’s abandonment of its original pro¬ 
posal. GSAT states that in the course 
of negotiating interconnection and other 
arrangements with AT&T pursuant to 
paragraph 40 of our GSAT authorization 
(43 FCC 2d at 1154), It became apparent 


"The Hawaiian earth station may pose a 
different situation since Hawaiian Telephone 
Company Is a GTE subsidiary and AT&T has 
never proposed to locate an earth station 
there. 
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to both parties that a single system would 
be preferable, in part because of changes 
in toll switching plans, circuit forecasts, 
and network configuration and also be¬ 
cause of cost savings. What is not clear 
is the effect, if any, of other background 
circumstances. We have in mind that 
GSAT pursued its separate system pro¬ 
posal vigorously before the Commission 
for almost two years and obtained a 
grant over considerable opposition by 
AT&T. After AT&T sought judicial re¬ 
view. GSAT took no action to construct 
although the effectiveness of the grant 
was not stayed. Rather, it petitioned for 
reconsideration of AT&T’s domestic sat¬ 
ellite authorization, claiming that the 
filing of the court appeal “raises serious 
questions as to whether Bell is willing 
to ‘negotiate appropriate interconnection 
and settlement arrangements’ as con¬ 
templated by GTE and the Commission.” 
Asserting further that 4 ‘Interconnection 
with AT&T is a sine qua non of success¬ 
ful provision of MTT service via the 
GSAT system,” GSAT urged the Com¬ 
mission to condition AT&T’s authoriza¬ 
tion so as to require AT&T to negotiate 
appropriate interconnection, settlement 
and operating arrangements with GSAT. 
Now, with the instant proposal for GSAT 
participation in the AT&T system in lieu 
of pursuing a separate system, AT&T has 
moved the Court to hold the case in 
abeyance on grounds of possible moot¬ 
ness. In light of the foregoing, we need to 
be better satisfied that AT&T did not use 
its power over the MTT network and 
essential interconnection to persuade 
GSAT to abandon its separate svstem 
proposal. 

29. There are other aspects of the in¬ 
stant proposal that require further ex¬ 
ploration. Thus, we are concerned as to 
whether there is any real warrant for 
earth stations both in Florida and in 
Georgia in view of the relative popula¬ 
tion of the Southeast as compared to the 
Midwest and Northeast where only one 
earth station is proposed in each area. 
We also need to be satisfied that the pub¬ 
lic interest would be better served by pro¬ 
viding Hawaii/Mainland service only 
through West Coast earth stations rather 
than also through Midwest and East 
Coast earth stations, as we previously au¬ 
thorized. In the case of the proposed 
sharing of back-up facilities at the Pau- 
nialu earth station, we need additional 
information as to the potential impact 
on existing and proposed operations of 
the Intelsat system and the priorities of 
use as between the Intelsat and GSAT/ 
AT&T systems. And, finally , it appears 
that GSAT has not complied with the re¬ 
quirement in its domestic satellite au¬ 
thorization (43 FCC 2d at 1160, footnote 
it file, or cause to be filed, a 
tariff providing for reasonable access to 
V* GTE terrestrial facilities by other 
domesuc satellite carriers, although 
tJbAT was under the same interconnec- 
oon requirement as AT&T and the Bell 
System. 


of the foregoing, we cor 
uae that there are substantial questior 
w *th respect to the above-caj 
soiled applications which preclude i 


from making the requisite public interest 
finding. Accordingly, the applications will 
be designated for hearing on the issues 
specified below. Preliminarily, we will 
treat those contentions of the parties 
which do not appear to warrant inclusion 
in the hearing issues. 

31. First is American Satellite’s request 
that the three year limitation on the pro¬ 
vision of private line services by AT&T 
and GSAT via domestic satellite facili¬ 
ties be lengthened and extendec to in¬ 
clude private line services to the Federal 
Government (except AUTO VON). We 
considered this matter at some length In 
our December 22 Order in Docket No. 
16495 <38 FCC 2d at 676-680) and set 
forth tlie basis for the scope of the re¬ 
striction. We also specified the burden 
upon AT&T with respect to any request 
for termination and made provision for 
interested persons to be heard at that 
time. American Satellite did not appeal 
from that order and has not here shown 
any changed circumstances warranting a 
re-examination of the restriction at this 
time. From the standpoint of the three 
year limitation and the reasons under¬ 
lying its imposition, we fail to see that 
it makes any difference whether AT&T 
and GSAT proceed with separate systems 
or togetiier in the same system. 

32. We also decline to explore conten¬ 
tions that COMSAT General should be 
required to tariff the space segment and 
offer any unused capacity to other car¬ 
riers. We decided against such a require¬ 
ment in the December 22 Order In Dock¬ 
et No. 16495 (38 FCC 2d at 687-688). 
The GSAT proposal presents no signifi¬ 
cant changed circumstance, since GSAT 
would obtain access to the space segment 
by arrangement with AT&T rather than 
through any arrangement with COMSAT 
General. As we determined in that Order, 
except for those carriers serving Hawaii 
and Puerto Rico, the public interest does 
not require that other carriers have ac¬ 
cess to the AT&T/COMSAT General sys¬ 
tem in light of other available options. 

33. In requesting us to require IRUs in 
the relevant earth stations and use of 
the space segment on a cost-sharing, 
non-profit basis, WUI and ITT reiterate 
a long-standing dispute. Our Memoran¬ 
dum Opinion and Order of Decem¬ 
ber 26, 1973 on WUTs petition for re¬ 
consideration of the original GSAT grant 
<44 FCC 2d 602) summarizes the policies 
adopted in Docket No. 16495 with respect 
to the requirement for appropriate ac¬ 
cess by the international record carriers 
to the do mest ic satellite facilities used to 
provide MTT service to Hawaii. We de¬ 
cided that the record carriers needed to 
know the terms of access in order to 
formulate their rate integration pro¬ 
posals (44 FCC 2d at 603). Accordingly, 
we directed GSAT to negotiate in good 
faith with the record carriers in an effort 
to arrive at mutually acceptable access 
terms. In the event of disagreement, we 
undertook to prescribe the nature of the 
access to be accorded to the record car¬ 
riers and retained jurisdiction to attach 
such a condition to the GSAT authoriza¬ 
tion (44 FCC 2d at 604). GSAT and the 
record carriers have submitted state¬ 


ments reflecting their inability to agree 
and the basis for their positions. More¬ 
over, the record carriers in their rate in¬ 
tegration submissions have repeatedly 
asserted their inability to make specific 
proposals while the terms of access are 
unsettled. 

34. We would be reluctant to postpone 
a decision on the access question pending 
the outcome of the hearing on the GSAT 
proposal since the rate integration mat¬ 
ter is one to be decided before the rele¬ 
vant system commences operation and a 
satisfactory resolution may be a time- 
consuming process. Further negotiations 
by the parties in light of the views ex¬ 
pressed below would appear to be more 
profitable than evidentiary exploration 
of the issue. Upon consideration of the 
arguments made by the record carriers, 
GSAT, and AT&T, we are inclined to 
the view that the record carriers should 
have access to the relevant earth sta¬ 
tions and space segment on the basis 
sought by WUI and ITT, provided that 
each of the record carriers pays for its 
fair share of excess capacity designed 
to meet its requirements arising within 
a reasonable period of time. In other 
words, GSAT and AT&T should not carry 
the burden of imused capacity that would 
later be requested by the record carriers 
on a depreciated basis. We will direct 
GSAT, AT&T and the record carriers to 
negotiate in an effort to reach an agree¬ 
ment in principle that is consistent with 
the foregoing and to report the results 
within 30 days. In the event of an in¬ 
ability to agree, we will promptly resolve 
this question and prescribe access terms. 

35. Finally, we agree with AT&T’s posi¬ 
tion that this is not an appropriate pro¬ 
ceeding in which to consider WUI’s re¬ 
quest for interconnection for its “Datel” 
offering or the validity of AT&T’s tariffs 
for local distribution facilities. The latter 
tariffs are already bein g considered in 
other proceedings. WUI may seek con¬ 
sideration of the “Datel” matter by way 
of an appropriate separate filing if it 
chooses. Nor will we undertake to re¬ 
solve in this proceeding the dispute 
among the various owners of the Pau- 
malu earth station of the Intelsat system 
with respect to Comsat’s agreements with 
GSAT. 

36. In the case of the Hawaiian earth 
station it appears that special interim 
action is warranted in view of the public 
interest in the early integration of Ha¬ 
waii into domestic rate patterns and the 
circumstance that AT&T has never pro¬ 
posed an earth station in Hawaii. We 
note that while GSAT is presently pur¬ 
suing the Hawaii earth station, Hawaiian 
Telephone Company was the original ap¬ 
plicant and proposed to operate with an 
independent system. In the circum¬ 
stances and since a Hawaiian earth sta¬ 
tion will be necessary in any event, we 
will direct GSAT, Hawaiian Telephone 
Company and AT&T to submit within 
30 days a proposal for constniction of 
such earth station by one or more of 
them in time to meet the scheduled com¬ 
mencement of operations of the AT&T 
system. Hie question of ultimate owner¬ 
ship of the Hawaiian earth station will 
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be deferred pending the outcome of this 
proceeding. GSAT, Hawaiian Telephone 
Company and/or AT&T may elect to con¬ 
struct either at the proposed Paumalu 
site or at the originally authorized site. 
However, the question of proposed shared 
use of the Paumalu No. 1 antenna of the 
Intelsat system earth station will be de¬ 
ferred pending resolution in this pro¬ 
ceeding. The parties may request an ex¬ 
peditious determination of this question 
in advance of other issues herein for good 
cause shown. 

Order 

37. In view of the foregoing, it is hereby 
ordered, Pursuant to sections 4(i), 201, 
214, 309, and 403 of the Communications 
Act, that: 

A. The above-captioned applications 
are designated for hearing at the Com¬ 
mission's offices in Washington, D.C., be¬ 
fore an Administrative Law Judge and 
on a date to be specified by separate 
order, to determine: 

(1) What are the full details of the 
proposed arrangement between GSAT 
and AT&T and the substance of their 
agreement, with particular reference to 
the rights and obligations of GSAT and 
the extent of its participation in the 
planning and operation of the system; 

(2) What were the surrounding cir¬ 
cumstances and reasons for GSAT’s de¬ 
cision to abandon its authorized separate 
system in favor of the instant proposal; 

(3) What public benefits would flow 
from GSAT ownership of earth stations 
in AT&T's system that could not other¬ 
wise be achieved by AT&T alone; 

(4) What was the basis for the de¬ 
cision to have earth stations both in 
Florida and in Georgia; whether both 
earth stations are warranted; and, if 
not, which earth station should be elimi¬ 
nated; 

(5) Whether the public interest would 
be better served by providing Hawaii/ 
Mainland service through the Midwest 
and East Coast earth stations in addition 
to the West Coast earth stations or only 
through the West Coast earth stations; 

(6) What effect would the proposed 
shared use of the Paumalu No. 1 antenna 
have on the existing and proposed oper¬ 
ations of the Intelsat system, and what 
are the priorities of use as between In¬ 
telsat and GSAT; 

(7) Whether GSAT should be ordered 
to file, or cause to be filed, a tariff for 
interconnection between other domestic 
satellite carriers or licensees and the ter¬ 
restrial facilities of GTE operating com¬ 
panies; and 

(8) Whether, in light of the evidence 
adduced on the foregoing issues, the pub¬ 
lic interest, convenience and necessity 
would be served by a grant of the above- 
captioned applications of GSAT; and, if 
so, whether any conditions are war¬ 
ranted. 

<9) Whether, in light of the evidence 
adduced on Issue (2) above, AT&T 
should be directed to show cause why its 
domestic satellite authorizations should 
not be subject to appropriate sanctions. 

B. The burden of proceeding with the 
initial introduction of evidence shall be 


on GSAT and AT&T with respect to Is¬ 
sues (1), (2), (4), and (5); on GSAT 
and Comsat with respect to Issue (6); 
and on GSAT with respect to Issues (3) 
and (7); and GSAT shall have the bur¬ 
den of proof on Issue (8). 

C. Upon the closing of the record the 
Administrative Law Judge shall prepare 
and issue an initial decision, which shall 
be subject to the submittal of exceptions 
and requests for oral argument as pro¬ 
vided in §§ 1.276 and 1.277 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules, after which the Commis¬ 
sion shall issue its decision as provided 
in § 1.282 of the Commission’s rules. 11 

D. GSAT and AT&T are hereby named 
Parties Respondent herein. The Chief 
Common Carrier Bureau shall be a party, 
and the Communications Satellite Cor¬ 
poration is named a party for purposes 
of Issue (6) only. Any person who has 
filed a petition to deny or other pleading 
with respect to the subject applications 
may become a party by filing a notice of 
intention to participate within 10 days 
from the release date of this order. 

E. Within 30 days from the release date 
of this order, GSAT, AT&T and the inter¬ 
national record carriers shall submit a 
statement of agreement in principle, con¬ 
sistent with the views expressed herein, 
with respect to the basis on which the 
record carriers will have access to earth 
station and space segment facilities for 
the provision of their Hawaii/Mainland 
services. In the event of inability to agree, 
each such carrier shall submit by the 
same deadline a statement setting forth 
the areas of dispute and the reasons for 
its position in sufficient detail to permit 
the Commission to resolve the contro¬ 
versy and prescribe access terms on the 
basis of such statements. 

F. Within 30 days from the release 
date of this order, GSAT, Hawaiian Tele¬ 
phone Company and AT&T shall submit 
a proposal for construction of an 
Hawaiian earth station in time for the 
commencement of operations of the 
AT&T system and for interim owner¬ 
ship and operation of such earth station 
pending the outcome of this proceeding. 

G. The various petitions to deny and 
other opposition pleadings with respect 
to the subject applications are granted 
to the extent indicated above and are 
otherwise denied. 

Adopted; September 25,1974. 

Released: October 7,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 * 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23925 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


u In view of the nature of the issues herein 
we think that review of the Initial decision 
should be directly by the Commission rather 
than through the Review Board. 

u Commissioners Reid and Hooks concur¬ 
ring. 


[FCC 74R-375; Docket No. 20014; File Nos 
BR-830; BRH-1052; BRSCA-207; BRCT-68] 

GROSS TELECASTING, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Enlarging 
Issues 

In re applications of Gross Telecasting. 
Inc. for renewal of licenses of stations 
WJTM, WJIM-FM, WJIM-TV, Lansing. 
Michigan. 

1. By Memorandum Opinion and Or¬ 
der, FCC 74-374, 46 FCC 2d 543, released 
April 22, 1974 (39 FR 14757), the Com¬ 
mission designated for hearing the ap¬ 
plications of Gross Telecating, Inc. 
(Gross) for renewal of licenses for Sta¬ 
tions WJIM(AM), WJIM-FM. and 
WJIM-TV, Lansing, Michigan. The fol¬ 
lowing issues were specified against 
Gross: 

(a) To determine whether the licensee 
of WJIM-AM FM and TV. or any of its 
employees, agents or principals, ordered 
the coverage and/or noncoverage of cer¬ 
tain persons and/or events and thereby 
attempted to slant, distort or suppress 
news. 

(b) In light of the evidence adduced 
pursuant to issue (a), above, to determine 
whether such orders, if any, resulted in 
the slanting, distortion or suppression of 
news. 

(c) To determine whether the licensee 
of WJIM-AM. FM and TV, or any of its 
employees, agents or principals, ordered 
the coverage and /or non-coverage of cer¬ 
tain persons and/or events in a manner 
designed to serve the licensee’s or its 
principals’ private, rather than the pub¬ 
lic, interest. 

(d) In light of the evidence adduced 
pursuant to issue (c) , above, to determine 
whether such orders, if any. resulted in 
the selection of programming for the pur¬ 
pose of serving the licensee's or its prin¬ 
cipals’ private, rather than the public, 
interest. 

(e) To determine all the facts and 
circumstances surrounding the (i> ob¬ 
taining of, (ii) submission to the Com¬ 
mission of. and (iii) withdrawal of reli¬ 
ance upon, a letter dated February 26. 
1974, signed by Richard Ferman of the 
Lansing Tennis Club. 

(f) In light of the evidence adduced 
pursuant to issue (e), above, to deter¬ 
mine whether the applicant has made 
misrepresentations to, or has been lack¬ 
ing in candor with, the Commission. 

(g) To determine the number of pub¬ 
lic service announcements broadcast by 
Station WJIM-TV during the 1973 com¬ 
posite week and, in light of the evidence 
adduced, to determine whether the li¬ 
censee has attempted deliberately to mis¬ 
represent the extent of these announce¬ 
ments. 

(h) To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced under the preceding is¬ 
sues, whether the applicant possesses the 
requisite qualifications to be or to re¬ 
main a licensee of the Commission, and 
whether a grant of the applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience and 
necessity. 

The Lansing Branch of the American 
Civil Liberties Union of Michigan 
(ACLU), which had filed a petition to 
deny Gross’ application for renewal of 
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license for Station WJIM-TV, was made 
a party to the proceeding in the desig¬ 
nation Order. Now before the Review 
Board is a petition to enlarge issues, filed 
May 14, 1974 by the ACLU, requesting 
the addition of various issues against 
Gross. 1 * * 4 Some of the ACLU’s requested is¬ 
sues are presented for the first time, 
while others were previously submitted to 
the Commission, which determined not 
to specify them in its designation Order. 8 
Because the latter requests present spe¬ 
cial problems not raised by the former 
ones, we will consider the two catego¬ 
ries—newly-requested issues and pre¬ 
viously-requested issues—separately. 8 

Newly-Requested Issues 

2. National Labor Relations Board 
charges against Gross. According to the 
ACLU, on January 25, 1974, the Regional 
Director for Region Seven of the Na¬ 
tional Labor Relations Board (NLRB) 
filed a complaint charging Gross with 
unfair labor practices against its news 
employees. 1 Since Gross has agreed to set¬ 
tle this case rather than go to trial, the 
ACLU charges that Gross will never be 
faced with an adverse decision on the 
merits of the NLRB allegations. Never¬ 
theless, petitioner contends, these allega¬ 
tions, particularly as they reflect on 


1 Also before the Board are: (a) A motion 
for leave to file late petition to enlarge is¬ 
sues. filed May 14, 1974, by the ACLU; (b) 
comments, filed June 20, 1974, by the Broad¬ 
cast Bureau: (c) an opposition, filed June 20, 
1974, by Gross: and (d) a reply, filed Au¬ 
gust 16, 1974, by the ACLU. The ACLUs mo¬ 
tion for leave to file will be granted. 

5 The ACLU’s untimely petition to deny 
was filed on October 16. 1973, and Gross’ re¬ 
sponse was filed on February 21, 1974. The 
ACLU then requested a nine week extension 
of time In which to file comments, a request 
which the Commission denied. Rather than 
await the outcome of the ACLU’s application 
for review of this denial, the Commission 
designated the license renewal applications 
for hearing, noting that: "In the event the 
ACLU desires to comment further with re¬ 
spect to the matters initially raised in its 
petition to deny or to raise additional mat¬ 
ters, which it believes should also be explored 
in the hearing, such presentation should be 
addressed to the Review Board in accord¬ 
ance with S 1.229 of the Commission’s rules.’’ 
46FCC 2d at 544 n.3. 


l In its opposition, Gross charges that th< 
ACLU’8 allegations, with one exception 
concern matters which occurred eithei 
in July, 1973, or in earlier periods ol 
time. Since petitioner has not demonstratec 
good cause for its delay in bringing thes< 
matters to the Commission’s attention, Gros* 
asserts, its petition should be dismissed. The 
Board, however, does not consider It inap¬ 
propriate for the ACLU to have raised the in- 
stant allegations in connection with Gross 
license renewal applications. Moreover, w< 
note that the ACLU's petition raises a num¬ 
ber of serious public interest questions which 
merit our consideration on that basis. Se< 
The Edgefleld-Saluda Radio Co. (WJES), l 
Fee 2d 148. 8 RR 2d 611 (1966). 

4 The NLRB complaint charges that Gross 

interfered with, restrained and coerced" its 
employees in the exercise of their right* 

?iS^ r A* thc Natlonal Labor Relations Acl 

iwnRA). it further charges that Gross dis¬ 
charged several employees of the news de¬ 

partment because of their union activities 


Gross' news policies, raise sufficient 
questions concerning Its character 
qualifications to be a Commission li¬ 
censee to warrant the addition of an 
appropriate issue. In support, the ACLU 
cites the Commission’s Report on Uni¬ 
form Policy as to Violation by Applicants 
of Laws of United States, 42 FCC 2d 399, 
1 RR Part 3 91:495 (1951). Gross, in op¬ 
position, submits that its entry into a set¬ 
tlement stipulation with the NLRE does 
not constitute an admission that it has 
violated the NLRA, and attaches to its 
pleading an opinion of its labor counsel 
to this effect. 5 * It further argues that the 
Commission should not pursue matters 
within the expertise of other agencies, 
particularly where such agencies have 
elected not to pursue the matter them¬ 
selves, citing Sumition Broadcasting Co., 
15 FCC 2d 410, 14 RR 2d 970 (1968), 
in support of its position. The Broadcast 
Bureau opposes the ACLU’s request. In 
reply, the ACLU contends that the NLRB 
has taken final action on its complaint 
against Gross and that its decision to 
settle the case rather than go to trial 
should not insulate Gross from the con¬ 
sequences of its antilabor practices. In 
addition, petitioner continues, even if the 
NLRB had proceeded to a judgment on 
the merits and cleared Gross of all 
charges, the Commission would still be 
obligated to satisfy itself that the NLRB’s 
investigation was adequate.* 

3. The Review Board will not add the 
requested issue. As the Bureau notes, the 
.Commission traditionally will not inquire 
into matters being acted upon by an au¬ 
thority with special expertise in the area 
in question until that authority has com¬ 
pleted its own action. See, e.g., CBS. Inc. 

(WCAU-TV)_FCC 2d 31 RR 

2 d 128 (1974); Bangor Broadcasting 
Corp., 33 FCC 2d 687, 23 RR 2d 883 
(1972). Therefore, since it appears that 
the NLRB has not finally terminated 
its proceeding against Gross, it would 
be inappropriate to add the requested 
issue at this time. We will, however, pro¬ 
vide that should Gross’ renewal appli¬ 
cations be granted, it will be without 
prejudice to any action the Commission 
might deem appropriate in view of the 
final disposition of the complaint, filed 
January 25, 1974. by the Director of 
Region Seven of the NLRB. See CBS. 
Inc., supra. See also RKO General. Inc. 
(WNAC-TV), 34 FCC 2d 263. 24 RR 2d 
22 (1972). 

4. Violation of § 1.526 . In support of 
its allegation that Gross failed to make 
its 1970 license renewal application 


c Gross’ opposition also Includes a copy of 
a settlement stipulation between Gross and 
the NLRB which, when signed and approved 
by that agency’s General Counsel, will ter¬ 
minate the NLRB proceeding. In a letter of 
June 14, 1974, which is also included in the 
opposition, Gross’ labor counsel states that 
he can see no reason why the settlement 
stipulation should not be approved, since 
such agreements are normally accepted by 
the NLRB’s General Counsel. 

°The ACLU cites Retail Store Employees 
Union v. FCC, 141 U S. App. D C. 94, 436 F.2d 
248, 20 RR 2d 2005 (1970), in support of this 
argument. 


available for public inspection, the ACLU 
submits the affidavit of Denise Miller, 
a former graduate student at Michigan 
State University. Miller states that in 
1971, she made repeated attempts to in¬ 
spect Gross’ 1970 license renewal appli¬ 
cation for WJIM-TV in connection with 
a master of arts thesis she was then writ¬ 
ing, but was told that these particular 
papers were being moved somewhere in 
the building and could not be located. 
The Bureau agrees with the ACLU that 
Miller’s affidavit justifies the addition of 
a § 1.526 issue, but Gross, in opposition, 
contends that the passage of three years 
between the time of Miller’s alleged re¬ 
quest and the instant petition makes it 
impossible to reconstruct the events in 
question. Nevertheless, Gross insists that 
it cooperated fully with Miller, permitting 
her to interview members of its news 
department and to observe reporters 
covering news assignments. 7 The Board 
notes, as does the ACLU in reply, 8 that 
Gross’ opposition fails to rebut Miller’s 
specific and serious allegations. In our 
view, further inquiry into this matter is. 
therefore, warranted, and a § 1.526 issue 
w r ill be added. Cf. Centreville, Broadcast¬ 
ing Co.. 21 RR 2d 216, 227 (1971). 

5. Failure to devote sufficient re¬ 
sources to news and public affairs pro¬ 
gramming. The ACLU charges that 
Gross has failed to devote sufficient re¬ 
sources to its news and pubic affairs de¬ 
partments to assure their operation in 
the public interest. In this regard, peti¬ 
tioner asserts that the film, equipment 
and personnel allocated to Gross’ news 
and public affairs departments are in¬ 
adequate to meet professional standards. 
According to the ACLU, Gross’ policy of 
allocating news film on a monthly basis 
(rather than on a semiannual or annual 
basis) causes film shortages at the end of 
each month which prevent its staff from 
adequately covering events occurring at 
that time. Because of these inadequacies, 
petitioner maintains, Gross’ program¬ 
ming in these areas suffers both quali¬ 
tatively and quantitatively.® Since the 
amount of resources devoted to program¬ 
ming service is an important factor in 
deciding w’hether to grant a license, the 


7 As evidence of its cooperation with Miller. 
Gross submits a copy of the acknowledge¬ 
ment page of her thesis, which includes an 
expression of appreciation to members of the 
WJIM-TV news department. 

fi Attached to the ACLU’s reply is a further 
affidavit of Denise Miller in which she states 
that, "after repeated attempts to do so, I 
was never permitted to see the (WJIM-TV) 
application and have never seen it." 

“In support of its allegations, the ACLU 
submits affidavits from several former Gross 
employees, including Bradley G. Bate. WJIM- 
TV news director from 1969-70; Robert W. 
Billman, WJIM-TV news director from 
1971-72; Robert J. Bishop, WJIM-TV director 
of photography and news film supervisor 
from 1972-73; Robert Jay Grossfeld, WJIM- 
TV and radio news reporter from 1972-73; 
David L&ntz, WJIM-TV newsman from 
1966-67; Dennis Alan Hart, WJIM-TV news 
photographer from 1971-73; Thomas H. Ray. 
WJIM-TV and radio reporter, editor, and 
news anchorman from 1970-73; and Thomas 
Cleeves, WJIM-TV cameraman from 1970-71. 
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ACLU concludes. 10 an issue inquiring Into 
Gross* practices is warranted. Both 
Gross and the Bureau oppose the re¬ 
quested issue, contending that the Com¬ 
mission’s concern in the programming 
area is limited to a consideration of 
whether the resources devoted to news 
and public affairs are commensurate 
with the needs of the community. In 
Gross’ opinion, none of the cases cited 
by the ACLU support a contrary posi¬ 
tion.” As for the quality and quantity of 
its news and public affairs programming. 
Gross maintains that all of its stations 
present regularly scheduled news broad¬ 
casts. the audience acceptance of these 
broadcasts is quite high, that its news 
operation has won a number of awards, 
that the size of its news department 
compares favorably with that of stations 
in markets of a similar size, and that a 
comparison of its 1970 renewal applica¬ 
tion for WJIM-TV and its 1973 com¬ 
posite week for that station establishes 
that it has devoted more time to non¬ 
entertainment programming than it 
originally proposed. 13 Grass also asserts 
that the affidavits submitted by the 
ACLU represent the views of a small 
group of disgruntled former employees 
who had limited broadcast experience 
prior to working for Gross and who spent 
relatively brief periods of time at the 
Gross stations. In reply, the ACLU dis¬ 
putes Gross’ contention that it has allo¬ 
cated sufficient resources to news and 
public affairs programming and reiter¬ 
ates its position that Gross' conduct in 
this area is an appropriate subject for 
Commission concern. 


win support of its position, the ACLU 
cites: Citizens Communications Center v. 
FCC. 145 US. App. D.C. 32. 447 F.2d 1201, 22 
HR 2d 2001 (1971): Television Corp. of 

Michigan v. FCC. Ill US. App D.C. 101, 294 
F.2d 730. 21 RR 2107 (1961): Carroll Broad¬ 
casting Co. v. FCC. 103 US. App. D.C. 346, 
258 F.2d 440, 17 RR 2066 (1958): Wicbita- 
Hutchinson Co., Inc., 19 FCC 2d 433, 17 RR 
2d 192, reconsideration granted in part and 
denied in part. 20 FCC 2d 584. 17 RR 2d 788, 
transfer of control denied 20 FCC 2d 951, 
17 RR 2d 1235 (1969). 

u Thus. Gross asserts that Wichita- 
Hutchlnson Co., Inc., supra, involved an ap¬ 
plication for transfer of control in which in¬ 
creased program service efforts were one al¬ 
leged justification for the sale: that CarroU 
Broadcasting Co. v. FCC, supra, involved a 
claim that competition from a new station 
would adversely affect the quality of an ex¬ 
isting licensee's programming; that Tele¬ 
vision Corp. of Michigan v. FCC. supra, in¬ 
volved an application to shift a transmitter 
to a new site; and that Citizens Communica¬ 
tions Center v. FCC, supra, involved dicta 
suggesting program expenditures as one cri¬ 
terion for assessing the past performance of 
a licensee. 

“In support of its contention. Gross cites 
the following figures: 


Category 

1970 

proposal 

1073 

perforuianoe 

NfiVS_ ■ — 

Percent 

7.3 

Percent 

iao 

Public affairs...^..___; 3.2 

All olhw programming ....a 4.8 

Exclusive 0 / entertainment 
uiui snorts — 

4.9 

0.4 



6 . The requested issue will be denied. 
It is well established that the Commis¬ 
sion will not inquire into a licensee’s al¬ 
location of resources to news and public 
affairs programming absent evidence 
that these resources are not sufficient to 
produce the programming required to 
meet community needs. See California 
La Raza Media Coalition. 38 FCC 2d 22, 
25 RR 2d 777 (1972). See also WOIC, 
Inc.. 39 FCC 2d 355, 367, 26 RR 2d 790, 
805 (1973). In our view, petitioner’s broad 
and general allegations concerning Gross' 
performance in this area do not consti¬ 
tute such a showing. In short, petitioner's 
allegations fail to demonstrate that Gross 
has consistently and unreasonably ig¬ 
nored important matters of public con¬ 
cern. All of the cases relied upon by the 
ACLU to support its request are clearly 
distinguishable from the instant pro¬ 
ceeding. See note 11, supra. Further, we 
note that the Commission's designation 
Order specifies inquiries into alleged 
attempts by Gross to slant, distort or 
suppress news and Into Gross’ alleged use 
of its facilities to further its own private 
interests. See paragraph 1, supra. Since 
the Commission has held in the past that 
these are the only circumstances under 
which it will inquire into the content of 
news programming, we can see no basis 
for additional inquiries into Gross' news 
programming. See Westinghouse Broad¬ 
casting Co., Inc., FCC 74-998, released 
September 27, 1974 (footnote 5). 

7. Network clipping . In support of its 
request for a network clipping Issue, the 
ACLU submits the affidavit of Bradley G. 
Bate, a television news director at 
WJIM-TV from July. 1969, until March, 
1970, who states that Gross frequently 
cut out of its network programming, par¬ 
ticularly movies and sports events, to 
present local news or advertising. Given 
the Commission's strong policy against 
such network clipping, 1 * petitioner 
asserts, Gross’ conduct warrants further 
investigation at the hearing. The Bu¬ 
reau tentatively supports the ACLU’s re¬ 
quest, arguing that while Bate's affidavit 
does not provide all of the relevant infor¬ 
mation, it does establish that incidents of 
network clipping have occurred at 
WJIM-TV. Gross, in opposition, objects 
to being presented with “vague and in¬ 
clusive'* statements concerning events 
which allegedly occurred four or five 
years ago, and argues that the master 
logs necessary to prove or disprove the 
point are no longer extant. The ACLU, 
however, contends in reply that evidence 
of network clipping by Gross is available, 
and offers in support of this contention 
the affidavit of Robert J. Bishop, a 
WJIM-TV employee from October, 1972, 
through December, 1973, who states that 
Harold F. Gross, Chairman of the Board 
of Gross Telecasting, Inc., “seemed to 


“Network clipping is a practice whereby 
a licensee certifies to a network that it broad¬ 
cast specified network material, when, In 
fact, that material was not carried on the 
station. See "Clipping** of Radio and Tele¬ 
vision Network Programs, 40 FCC 2d 136, 26 
RR 2d 1253 (1973). 


condone" a plan to broadcast local news 
and commercials instead of the network 
credits preceding its late movie: a memo¬ 
randum from Harold Gross, dated 
February 23, 1973, suggesting that sev¬ 
eral short teaser headlines for the 11:00 
p.m. news be broadcast at the end of the 
network movie, “even if it means elimi¬ 
nating the (network) credits"; a list of 
apparent examples of clipping taken 
from 1972 and 1973 Gross program logs; 
and a letter from the ACLU’s counsel to 
CBS (the network with which WJIM-TV 
is affiliated) indicating that CBS was not 
aware of any network clipping by Gross 
during the period in question. 

8 . The Commission has stated that 
network clipping is a practice which 
raises serious questions as to a licensee’s 
qualifications to hold a broadcast au¬ 
thorization. See “Clipping" of Radio 
and Television Network Programs, supra 
note 13. In our opinion, the affidavit of 
Bradley Bate and the memorandum from 
Harold Gross, together, constitute 
a sufficient showing to justify an eviden¬ 
tiary inquiry into the matter. Conse¬ 
quently, a network clipping issue will 
be added. Cf. Western Communications, 
Inc., 35 FCC 2d 517 (1972). 

Previously-Submitted Issues 

9. The ACLU charges that the Com¬ 
mission refused to designate several of 
its requested issues without considera¬ 
tion of all of the evidence and/or without 
a reasoned analysis. It further alleges 
that the Commission based a number of 
these refusals on evidence which was un¬ 
covered in its field investigation and 
non-public inquiry into Gross’ opera¬ 
tions and not made available to the 
ACLU. This latter practice constitutes a 
clear violation of the fundamental prin¬ 
ciples of due process, petitioner asserts, 
citing Goldberg v. Kelly. 397 U.S. 254 
(1970). It is well established that the 
Review Board will not reconsider and/or 
modify actions taken by the Commis¬ 
sion with cognizance of all pertinent 
facts. See Atlantic Broadcasting Co. 
(WUST), 5 FCC 2d 717. 8 RR 2d 991 
(1966). See also United Telephone Co. of 
Pennsylvania, Inc., 42 FCC 2d 1003. 28 
RR 2d 591 (1973). Thus, if petitioner 
wishes us to add issues which have al¬ 
ready been presented to the Commission, 
it must either demonstrate that it has 
discovered new factual evidence or show 
that the Commission overlooked evi¬ 
dence presented to it In this regard, we 
note that the ACLU’s reliance on Gold¬ 
berg v. Kelly, supra, is misplaced, since 
the licenses being contested here were 
not previously awarded to Gross as a 
matter of statutory entitlement, as was 
the case with the benefits involved in 
the Goldberg case. 

10. Tapings of telephone conversations 
with Mayor and Mrs. Graves and Mem¬ 
bers of the Xjansing City Council. In its 
petition to deny, the ACLU alleged that 
Gross ordered WJIM-TV’s news employ¬ 
ees to secretly tape record and divulge 
telephone conversations with Gerald 
Graves, the Mayor of Lansing, and his 
wife, Donna, and conversations with 
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various members of the Lansing City 
Council. The ACLU further charged that 
the Graves recording was played for sev¬ 
eral people in city hall. The Commission 
in its designation Order declined to add 
issues inquiring into these allegations, 
stating that its “investigation of the 
factual sources cited in the complaint 
as providing the basis for these allega¬ 
tions failed to develop probative evidence 
of violation of any statute or Commis¬ 
sion rule or policy/ 1 46 FCC 2d at 545. 
In so deciding, however, the Commission, 
according to the ACLU, failed to consider 
the affidavits of Gerald and Donna 
Graves and the statement of former 
WJIM-TV news director, Marvin Boone, 
and also failed to attach the proper sig¬ 
nificance to the affidavits of several 
members of the Lansing City Council 
which were submitted by Gross. With 
respect to the latter items, the ACLU 
maintains that all of the councilmen 
except one stated that they had never 
heard a recording of a telephone con¬ 
versation with another member of the 
Council, thereby suggesting that they 
knew that they themselves had been 
recorded. 

11. The Board has reviewed the 
Graves’ affidavits and has concluded that 
they do not alter the essential facts 
which were before the Commission at 
the time the designation Order was 
adopted. Likewise, we do not believe that 
Boone’s statement, to the effect that 
secret tapings were a common prac¬ 
tice at WJIM, constitutes sufficient jus¬ 
tification for adding an issue, because it 
is not supported by specific allegations 
of such practices or by statements from 
persons who actually participated in 
such activities. Finally, it is our view that 
the ACLU's interpretation of the coun- 
cilmen’s affidavits is based purely on 
surmise and speculation and, therefore, 
cannot support addition of the requested 
issue. See West Central Ohio Broadcast¬ 
ers, Inc., 1 FCC 2d 1178, 6 HR 2d 486 
<1965). 

12. Bribery and Other Improper Con¬ 
duct. The ACLU’s petition to deny also 
charged that Gross offered color televi¬ 
sion sets to members of the Lansing City 
Council and hosted a whiskey and steak 
dinner in the Council’s honor in order to 
influence votes on Gross’ pending cable 
television application. After investigating 
these charges, the Commission concluded 
that there was no "probative evidence 
of violation of any statute or Commis¬ 
sion Rule or policy’’ and, therefore, re¬ 
fused to designate the issues requested by 
the ACLU. 46 FCC 2d at 545. Among the 
material which was before the Commis¬ 
sion at that time were the affidavits of 
two councilmen, Lucile Belen and Joel 
Ferguson, both stating that Harold Gross 
had made friendly casual offers to lend 
trem color televisions which they had 
declined, and Gross' response to the 
ACLU’s charges, stating, inter alia, that 
the steak dinner and tour of Gross’ studio 
and facilities were undertaken at the 
Council’s request. According to the 
ACLU, however, the validity of this ma¬ 
terial is open to question. Specifically, 


the ACLU submits the affidavit of Tom 
Green Pratt, a newsman for another 
Lansing area radio station, who states 
that Joel Ferguson told him that Harold 
Gross had loaned him (Ferguson) a color 
television set. Pratt also states that he 
believes Ferguson told him that the set 
was delivered and set up by Carl Onken, 
Gross’ chief engineer. Finally, Pratt 
maintains that his radio news story re¬ 
porting the conduct of Gross and Fergu¬ 
son, and implying that bribery was in¬ 
volved, was never legally challenged by 
either of the parties. With respect to the 
matter of the whiskey and steak dinner, 
the ACLU submits the affidavit of 
Peter D. Houk, the Lansing City At¬ 
torney, who states that the Council's visit 
to Gross’ studio w r as arranged at Gross’ 
request. 

13. The Board has examined the af¬ 
fidavits submitted by the ACLU and does 
not believe that they justify any modifi¬ 
cation of the Commission’s original rul¬ 
ing. We note, in this regard, that Joel 
Ferguson has expressly denied receiving 
a color television set from Gross and 
that Carl Onken, in an affidavit attached 
to Gross’ opposition, has denied taking 
a television to the home of Ferguson or 
any other Lansing councilman. In addi¬ 
tion, we note that Houk’s affidavit states 
that the Lansing City Council had in¬ 
formed the five major applicants for its 
CATV franchise (a group which did not 
include Gross) that it would like to visit 
their studios and would appreciate ar¬ 
rangements being made for motel rooms 
for showing live demonstrations and for 
lunches or dinners with community 
leaders. Under these circumstances, we 
cannot conclude that Gross’ offer to the 
Council to tour its studio can only be 
construed as an attempt at bribery. Like¬ 
wise, w r e do not consider the question of 
who actually initiated this tour to be of 
such significance that further inquiry 
is w-arranted. Houk’s affidavit states that 
Houk, rather than Gross, made all of the 
arrangements for the tour, and, in our 
view, this active participation by the 
Council makes it more likely that Gross’ 
initial claim was an honest mistake 
rather than an attempt to deceive or 
mislead the Commission. 

14. Fairness Doctrine Complaints. The 
ACLU’s requests for fairness doctrine is¬ 
sues concerning Gross’ treatment of the 
Michigan State News and of certain Ing¬ 
ham County activities were expressly re¬ 
jected by the Commission, which held in 
its designation Order that the ACLU had 
failed to bring the former incident to the 
licensee’s attention or to demonstrate 
that the licensee did not afford a reason¬ 
able opportunity for the presentation of 
contrary views, and that the ACLU had 
not established that the latter incidents 
raised fairness doctrine questions. 46 
FCC 2d at 545-46. Petitioner’s instant re¬ 
quest adds nothing which was not before 
the Commission when it reached these 
determinations; therefore, any further 
consideration of these matters at this 
time would be inappropriate. Atlantic 
Broadcasting Co., supra. 

15. Misrepresentations in Gross' 1973 


License Renewal Application. Petitioner 
argues that the Commission improperly 
overlooked the following alleged misrep¬ 
resentations in Gross’ 1973 license re¬ 
newal application: (1)A failure to reveal 
the full extent and sources of its funding 
for the “Dial Justice" program; (2) an 
overstatement of the number of news 
vehicles available for station use; <3) a 
false reporting of the frequency and air 
time of an important public affairs pro¬ 
gram; and (4) a false labeling of several 
“recorded" programs as “local’’ pro¬ 
grams. Our review of the designation 
Order, however, convinces us that the 
Commission has already specifically con¬ 
sidered petitioner’s allegations regard¬ 
ing these matters and has concluded that 
they do not raise a substantial question 
of misrepresentation on Gross’ part. 46 
FCC 2d at 546-47 and 548-50. Conse¬ 
quently, w T e will not add the requested 
issues. Atlantic Broadcasting Co. 
(WUST), supra. 

16. CATV Editorials. The ACLU 
charges that Gross aired three editorials 
on the subject of Lansing’s CATV fran¬ 
chise—one on September 13, 1967, one 
on October 31, 1967, and one on Octo¬ 
ber 27, 1971—without disclosing its own 
economic interest in the matter. 14 Gross, 
in opposition, argues that the Commis¬ 
sion has already considered and rejected 
this allegation. The designation Order 
does not support Gross’ argument; 18 
therefore, we will consider petitioner’s 
allegations on the merits. 

17. Gross’ September 13, 1967, edi¬ 
torial charging several Lansing council- 
men with conflicts of interest regarding 
the city’s award of its CATV franchise 
stated that Gross had an interest in the 
franchise decision, but did not reveal 
that Gross was the licensee of Station 
WJIM-TV. The same is true of the Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1971, editorial. The October 31, 
1967, editorial, on the otherhand, made 
no mention of either Gross or WJIM-TV. 
According to the ACLU, all three of these 
editorials violated Commission policy, 
the first two because they failed to dis¬ 
close the connection between Gross and 
WJIM-TV, and the third because it 
failed to reveal any connection whatso¬ 
ever between the licensee and the sub¬ 
ject matter of the editorial. While the 
Board does not believe that the failure 
to connect Gross with WJIM-TV justi¬ 
fies adding the requested issue, it does 
agree with petitioner that the Octo¬ 
ber 31, 1967, editorial violated Commis¬ 
sion policy by completely concealing 
Gross’ interest. Though Gross contends 
that it had no economic interest in the 
CATV matter as of October 31, 1967, 
since it had withdrawn its franchise ap¬ 
plication on October 2, 1967, both peti¬ 
tioner and the Bureau point out that 


14 Gross was awarded the CATV franchise 
for Lansing In February, 1968. 

14 The ACLU's petition to deny listed three 
sets of editorials which allegedly violated 
Commission policies. While the Commission 
expressly held that two of the three did not 
warrant further inquiry, it made no men¬ 
tion of the CATV editorials cited by peti¬ 
tioner. See 46 FCC 2d at 544-45. 
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Gross reapplied for (and was granted) 
the Lansing CATV franchise on Febru¬ 
ary 28. 1968. Thus, it appears that Gross 
retained a continuing interest in the 
matter from October. 1967, through Feb¬ 
ruary, 1968, regardless of the status of its 
application. At the same time, however, 
we agree with the Bureau that Gross’ 
failure to disclose its economic interest 
in this single editorial broadcast almost 
seven years ago is not sufficient grounds 
for adding an issue and we will, there¬ 
fore. deny petitioner’s request. 1 * Cf. Lex¬ 
ington County Broadcasters, Inc., 41 
FCC 2d 760, 27 FR 2d 1551 (1973). 

18. Lansing Tennis Club Letter . The 
Commission’s designation Order speci¬ 
fies an inquiry into the facts and circum¬ 
stances surrounding the obtaining, 
submission to the Commission, and with¬ 
drawal of a letter signed by Richard Fer- 
man of the Lansing Tennis Club and into 
whether these incidents involved mis¬ 
representation or a lack of candor on 
Gross’ part. See paragraph l, supra. The 
ACLU charges that Gross' conduct in 
this matter violated Federal criminal 
laws against obstruction of justice and 
the use of false statements and requests 
the addition of an appropriate issue, but 
Gross and the Bureau argue that the 
already-designated issues are sufficient to 
support a complete inquiry into the entire 
episode. In addition, the Bureau con¬ 
tends that any evidence of criminal vio¬ 
lations produced in the hearing can be 
transmitted to the Department of Jus¬ 
tice or other appropriate law enforce¬ 
ment agency in accordance with Com¬ 
mission policy. Petitioner, in reply, re¬ 
asserts its claim that the Commission 
should specifically consider whether fed¬ 
eral laws have been violated, Cowles Flor¬ 
ida Broadcasting Inc. (WESH-TV), 32 
FCC 2d 436, 23 RR 2d 159 (1971). In our 
opinion, the Cowles case, unlike this 
one, involved evidence which had not 
been considered by the Commission when 
It framed its designation Order. More¬ 
over, the Board believes that the issues 
as presently framed permit inquiry into 
all facets of Gross’ conduct with respect 
to the Lansing Tennis Club letter (see 
paragraph 1, supra), and that the addi¬ 
tion of another issue pertaining to the 
matter is unnecessary. Cf. The Western 
Connecticut Broadcasting Co. (WSTC), 
47 FCC 2d 142. 30 RR 2d 527 (1974). 

19. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
motion for leave to file late petition to the 
Review Board to enlarge issues, filed May 
14, 1974, by the American Civil Liberties 


w The ACLU maintains that it has estab¬ 
lished a pattern of violations on Gross' part, 
but the Board cannot accept this argument. 
The petition to deny charged Gross with con¬ 
cealing its economic interests in editorials 
concerning a tax assessment, a restaurant, 
and the CATV franchise. The Commission in 
its designation Order, however, determined 
that the first editorials were broadcast seven 
years prior to its definitive enunciation of its 
policies in this area and that the second edi¬ 
torial already been disposed of by prior 
Commission action. Under these circum¬ 
stances, even if we assume that the Octo¬ 
ber 31, 1967, editorial violated Commission 
policy, we agree no basis for charging Gross 
with a pattern of improper conduct. 


Union of Michigan, Lansing Branch, is 
granted; and 

20. It is further ordered, That the peti¬ 
tion to enlarge issues, filed May 14, 1974, 
by the American Civil Liberties Union of 
Michigan, Lansing Branch, is granted to 
the extent indicated herein, and is de¬ 
nied in all other respects; and 

21. It is further ordered, That the 
issues in this proceeding are enlarged to 
include the following issues: 

To determine whether Gross Telecast¬ 
ing, Inc. failed to comply with the pro¬ 
visions of § 1.526 of the Commission’s 
rules, and, if so, to determine the effect 
thereof on its qualifications to be a Com¬ 
mission licensee. 

To determine whether Gross Telecast¬ 
ing, Inc. engaged In the “clipping” of 
television network programs and, if so, 
to determine the effect thereof on its 
qualifications to be a Commission 
licensee. 

22. It is further ordered . That the bur¬ 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence under the foregoing issues 
SHALL BE upon the American Civil Lib¬ 
erties Union of Michigan, Lansing 
Branch, and that the burden of proof 
SHALL BE upon Gross Telecasting, Inc.; 
and 

23. It is further ordered, That any re¬ 
newal of Gross Telecasting, Inc.’s licenses 
to operate Stations WJIM-AM, FM, and 
TV is without prejudice to any action the 
Commission might deem appropriate as 
a result of the final disposition of Case 
No. 7-CA-10759 before the National 
Labor Relations Board, Seventh Region, 
Gross Telecasting, Inc., and National As¬ 
sociation of Broadcast Employees and 
Technicians. AFL-CIO-CLC. 

Adopted; October 2, 1974. 

Released: October 7, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23924 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


[FCC 74-1026; Docket No. 14952; File No. 

BP-129021 

WNAR, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Designat¬ 
ing Application for Hearing on Stated 
Issues 

In re application of WNAR, Inc., Nor¬ 
ristown, Pennsylvania, for construction 
permit. 

1. A question is presented here essen¬ 
tially similar to one which we treated at 
some length in the Greensburg, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, matter (Docket No. 18868) on this 
same date, and which there resulted in a 
remand of the proceeding for further 
evidentiary hearing. 4 * Briefly stated. 


i Presently before the Commission for con¬ 
sideration are: (a) WNAR, Inc.’s application 
for review, filed November 5, 1973, of an ad¬ 
verse decision of the Review Board (41 FCC 
2d 110) and of an Order of the Board (FCC 

73R-346, released October 4, 1973) denying 
reconsideration and a request for certifica¬ 

tion; (b) an opposition thereto of the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, filed November 19, 1973; 
and (c) a reply filed by WNAR, Inc. on De¬ 

cember 3, 1973. 


WNAR, Inc. (WNAR) 2 * seeks to increase 
its power to 5 kW (1 kW directional dur¬ 
ing critical hours) employing a direc¬ 
tional antenna which is designed to radi¬ 
ate maximum energy in the direction of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania (34 FR 8935). 
Because this proposal would increase 
WNAR’s existing 5 mv/m signal over 
part of Philadelphia to a 5 mv/m signal 
over all of Philadelphia, a presumption 
arose that WNAR is realistically propos¬ 
ing to serve Philadelphia rather than its 
specified community of Norristown. Pol¬ 
icy Statement on Section 307(b) Con¬ 
siderations for Standard Broadcast Fa¬ 
cilities Involving Suburban Communities. 
2 FCC 2d 190,2 RR 2d 1901 (1965), recon¬ 
sideration denied 2 FCC 2d 866, 6 RR 2d 
1908 (1966). 

2. As we stated in the Greensburg pro¬ 
ceeding, the relevant area for considera¬ 
tion in the case of existing stations seek¬ 
ing an improvement in facilities is the 
proposed gain area, and it is this area 
(not “the specified station location”) 
which is to be compared with the cen¬ 
tral city to determine whether the gain 
area has separate, distinct, and unful¬ 
filled programming needs.* Thus, for the 
reasons stated In greater detail in 
Greensburg, this proceeding will also be 
remanded for further evidentiary hear¬ 
ing respecting the proposed gain area 
considerations. 

3. Accordingly, it is ordered, That this 
proceeding is remanded to the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge, for his further 
designation of a Presiding Judge, and for 
the purpose of conducting an evidentiary 
hearing limited to the gain area consid¬ 
erations outlined herein and in the 
Greensburg, Pennsylvania, proceeding 
(Docket No. 18868), and upon a restated 
Suburban Community issue, as follows: 

To determine whether the instant pro¬ 
posal will realistically continue the local 
transmission service for the applicant’s 
assigned community and provide a new 
broadcast service for the proposed gain 
area or provide such service for another 
larger community, in light of all the rele¬ 
vant evidence, including but not neces¬ 
sarily limited to, the showing with 
respect to * 

(a) The extent to which the proposed 
gain area has been ascertained by the 
applicant to have separate and distinct 
programming needs; 

(b) The extent to which the needs of 
the proposed gain area are being met by 
existing aural broadcast stations: 

(c) The extent to which the applicant s 
program proposal will meet the specific 
unsatisfied programming needs of the 
proposed gain area; and 

(d) The extent to which the projected 
sources of the applicant’s advertising 
revenues from within his assigned com¬ 
munity and/or from within the proposed 
gain area are adequate to support its 
proposal. 

4. It is further ordered, That the Pre* 


* Station WNAR now operates on 1110 kHz. 

non - d Irec tionall y, daytime only, with 
watts of power. . 

* As noted in Greensburg, favorable resolu¬ 
tion of a so-called Suburban Issue does i 
also satisfy the requirements of the Sum 
ban Community issues. 
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siding Administrative Law Judge there¬ 
after shall issue a Supplemental Initial 
Decision setting forth findings and con- 
c lusions regarding the effect upon deter¬ 
minations earlier reached in an Initial 
Decision of the newly-adduced evidence. 

Adopted: September 25, 1974. 

Released: October 4, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 4 

IsealI Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-23922 Filed 10-11-74;8:45 am) 

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 

VOLUNTARY FUEL ECONOMY LABELING 
Program for 1975 Model Automobiles 

Cross Reference: For a document an¬ 
nouncing that the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency and the Federal Energy 
Administration are jointly sponsoring 
the 1975 model year voluntary fuel 
economy labeling program for automo¬ 
biles, see FR Doc. 74-23600 appearing 
at page 36890 of this issue. 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

ORIENT OVERSEAS LINE/ORIENT OVER¬ 
SEAS CONTAINER LINE FAR EASTERN 
SHIPPING COMPANY SEATRAIN INTER¬ 
NATIONAL, S.A. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice Is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with 
the Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may Inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commision, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, or on before Friday, October 
25, 1974. Any person desiring a hearing 
on the proposed agreement shall provide 
a clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which they desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is al¬ 
leged, the statement shall set forth with 
particularity the acts and circum¬ 
stances said to constitute such violation 
or detriment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 


< Dissenting statement filed as part of orig¬ 
inal document. 


agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done. 

Notice of Agreement filed by: 

Neal M. Mayer, Esq.. Coles & Goertner, 1000 

Connecticut Avenue NW„ Washington. 

D.C. 20038. 

Agreement No. 10143 among the three 
mentioned independent steamship lines 
operating in the trade from ports in 
Japan and Korea to Pacific Coast ports 
of the United States, covers an arrange¬ 
ment whereby the said parties may only 
confer and discuss together from time 
to time the matter of rates, charges, 
classifications, practices and tariff mat¬ 
ters in the trade. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: October 9, 1974. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23938 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. G-4773, et alj 

CAPITOL RESOURCES, INC., ET AL 

Applications for Certificates, Abandonment 

of Service and Petitions To Amend Cer¬ 
tificates 1 

October 4,1974. 

Take notice that each of the Ap¬ 
plicants listed herein has filed an ap¬ 
plication or petition pursuant to section 
7 of the Natural Gas Act for authoriza¬ 
tion to sell natural gas in interstate 
commerce or to abandon sendee as de¬ 
scribed herein, all as more fully de¬ 
scribed in the respective applications and 


l This notice does not provide for con¬ 
solidation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 


amendments which are on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before October 
30. 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro¬ 
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing there¬ 
in must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
all applications in which no petition to 
intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein if the Commission on its 
own reivew of the matter believes that a 
grant of the certificates or the authoriza¬ 
tion for the proposed abandonment is 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. Where a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or where the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket No. 
and 

dale filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser and location 

Price per Mcf 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
Dial Field, Goliad County, Tex. 

45.0 

14.73 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Lock- 
ridge Field, Ward County, Tex. 

El Paso Natural Oas Co., Bar- 
roughs State No. 2 W ell, San Juan 

17.5656 

14.65 

*24.0 

15.025 

County. N. Max. 

Arkansus Louisiana Gas Co., South¬ 
east Gilmer Field, Upshur 
Count/, Tex. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Lino Co., 
acreage in Roger Mills County, 
Okla. 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Wil- 
burtoo Field, Latimer County, 
Okla. 

Pacific Lighting Service Co., off¬ 
shore, Santa Barbara County, 
Calif. 

28.0 

14.65 

42.2533 

14.65 

•43.0 

14.65 

••00.0 

14.73 

Transwestern Pipeline CoCreo 

T 23.36 

14. <55 

Flowers Field, Roberts County, 
Tex. 

•64.296 

14.73 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp., Vermilion Block 67 Field, 
offshore La. 

•44.0 

15.025 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
West < ieorgo West Field, Live Oak 
County, Tex. 

Acreage as- s 

signed to 
others. 

-.ts 

. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
Helen (Johlkn ("A" Sand) Field, 
De Witt County, Tot. 



; Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 





Capitol Resources, Inc. (successor 
to R. C. Hagens). 3318 South Ala¬ 
meda, Corpus Christ!, Tex. 78411. 

Shell Oil Co., One Sholl Plaza, P.O. 
Box 2403, Houston, Tex. 77001. 

Odessa Natural Corp., P.O. Box 
3086, Odessa Tex., 70700. 

Southern Union Production Co., 
8350 North Central Expressway, 
Dallas. Tex. 75206. 

Pan Eastern Exploration Co., P.O. 
Box 1642, Houston, Tex. 77001. 

Lone Star Producing Co., 301 8. 
Harwood SL, Dallas, Tex. 75201. 

Phillips Petroleum Co., Bartles¬ 
ville, Okia. 74004. 

American Natural Gas Production 
Co. (successor to Exxon Corp.), 
One Woodward Avo^ Detroit, 
Mich. 48226. 

Texaco, Inc., P.O. Box 60252, New 
Orleans, La. 70160. 


Houston. 


,r & 


7700L 




ss^.do... 


Helen Qohlke (“B" Sand) Field, 
Do Witt and Victoria Counties, 
Tex. 
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Hcx lcct No. 
und 
dale 


Applicant 


Purchaser and location 


Prcs- 

Prioc per Mcf sure 
base 


CI75 178. . .do. 

( 0 - 11944 ) 

B tl 23 74 

Cm-179.do... 

(0-17010) 

B 9-23-74 

C175-180.do. 

(G-19048) 

B l)-23-74 

CI75-181.Cities Service Oil Co., P.0 

A 0-23-74 Tul?a, Ok la. 74102. 

C175-182.do.. 

(C 166-813) 

B t> 23-74 

C173-183.CIO Exploration. Inc., Five Green- 

A 9*20-74 way Plara East, Houston, Tex. 

77040, 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp.. 
Helen G oh Ike Field, Do Witt 
County, Tex. 

Lone Star Gas Co., Golden Trend 
Ficla, Garvin County, Okla. 


M,.dO 


Horner & Smith, Locust 
Field, Tensas Parish, La. 


Ridge 


Contract ex¬ 
pired. 

Acreage as¬ 
signed to 
others. 

»• 65.0 


15.025 


Box 300, Trunkline Gas Co., South Marsh 
Island Block 261, offshore La 

.Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., (««) . 

North Panther Reef Field, Cal¬ 
houn County, Tex. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., n divi- » 38. 4496 11. 65 

&on of Colorado Interstate Corp., 

Panhandle (Red Cave) Field, 

Potter County, Tex. 

* Petition to amend for autliorimion to sell gas from the interests of Koch Industries, Inc. 

* Subject to Btu adjustment. 

5 Applicant states that the operator and other interest owners are small producers and that the operator commenced 
deliveries at full production level in Feb. 1973. Applicant requests it certificate effective as of the date of initial de¬ 
liveries by tlMoperator, at the contractual rate of 28 cents per Me! at 14.65 Ib/in.’Jn accordance with Opinion No. 699. 

» Application originally filed pursuant to Order No. 455, on Mar. 11,1971, but now certificate is requested in accord¬ 
ance with Opinion No. 099. 

• Subject to upward and downward Btu adjustment. 

• Being renoticed, because by letter filed Sept. 19, 1974, Applicant states its willingness to accept a certificate in 
accordance with Opinion No. 699. 

* Price prior to June 21,1974, Includes 3.36 cent9 por Mcf upward Btu adjustment. 

• Pr.co after Juno 21, 1974, Includes tax adjustment of 3.486 cents per Mcf and includes 7.810 cents per Mcf upward 
Btu adjustment, 

® Applicant is willing to accept a certificate in accordance with Opinion No. 609. 

Leases expired or were assigned to Burk Royally Co. et al. 

u Includes 9.2825 cents per Mcf upward Btu adjustment, 3.9044 cents per Mcf tax reimbursement ami 2.4864 cents 
per Mcf for transportation. 

IFR Doc.74-23737 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


| Docket No. RP74-42J 

ALABAMA-TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO. 

Proposed Revisions in Demand Charge 
Adjustment 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 30. 
1974, Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas 
Company (Alabama-Tennessee), P.O. 
Box 918, Florence. Alabama 35630 sub¬ 
mitted for filing as part of its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1, First 
Revised Sheet No. 36-F and First Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 36-G. 

Alabama-Tennessee states that the 
tariff sheets are being revised so as to 
include adjustment provisions appropri¬ 
ate to curtailments resulting from gas 
supply limitations other than those re¬ 
sulting from the curtailment plans of 
Alabama-Tennessee’s sole supplier, Ten¬ 
nessee Gas Pipeline Company, as well as 
during curtailments by its supplier. Ala¬ 
bama-Tennessee states that the demand 
charge adjustment will amount to 9.90tf 
per Mcf based upon Alabama-Temies- 
see’s demand charge of $3.01 per Mcf 
per month. Alabama-Tennessee requests 
an effective date of November 1, 1974 for 
this filing. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 825 North Cap¬ 
itol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 


file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public in¬ 
spection. A shortened notice period in 
this proceeding may be in the public in¬ 
terest. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74—23886 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 ami 


(Docket No. E-8621) 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Filing of Rate Schedule; Correction 
October 3, 1974. 

In the notice of filing of rate schedule 
issued September 26, 1974, and published 
in the Federal Register on October 2, 
1974 39 FR 35598, page 35598, first para¬ 
graph, line 4; change “No. 5“ to “No. 50”. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-23842 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket Nos. CP75-101 and 0-18190] 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 24, 
1974, Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1734, Shreveport, 
Louisiana 71151, filed in Docket No. 
CP75-101 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Applicant to con¬ 
tinue to transport natural gas in inter¬ 
state commerce for Reynolds Metal Com¬ 
pany (Reynolds) and to operate existing 
facilities to such end, all as more fully 
set forth in the application, which is 


on file with the CoinmLssion and open 
to public inspection. 

In Docket No. G-18190 Applicant was 
authorized to transport gas from Louisi¬ 
ana to various industrial delivery points 
in Arkansas for Reynolds. Applicant 
hereby proposes to continue the trans¬ 
portation under the following circum¬ 
stances: 

(1) Extend the authorization until 
January 1,1980, with an option for Reyn¬ 
olds to extend the termination date to 
January 1, 1985 ; 1 * 

(2) Increase the transportation charge 
from the present 4.5 cents per Mcf to 
18.59 cents per Mcf until January 1, 1980, 
with an increase of 3 cents per Mcf on 
January 1, 1980; 

(3) Reduce the maximum daily vol¬ 
ume Applicant is obligated to receive for 
transportation for Reynolds from 65.000 
Mcf to 25,000 Mcf; 

(4) Reallocate, due to capacity limi¬ 
tations and requirements of other custo¬ 
mers, total daily volumes Applicant is 
obligated to deliver to Reynolds, under 
the subject authorization, the Gas Sales 
Contract, and the Arkansas Transporta¬ 
tion Contract between Applicant and 
Reynolds, at the various delivery points 
in Arkansas from 45.000 Mcf at Hurri¬ 
cane Creek, 25,000 Mcf at Jones Mills, 
and 32,000 Mcf at Lake Catherine all at 
14.9 psia to 60,000 Mcf at Hurricane 
Creek, 30,000 Mcf at Jones Mills, and 
12,000 Mcf at Lake Catherine, at 14.73 
psia; 

(5) Change the several different pres¬ 
sure bases referred to in the original 
contract to 14.73 psia; 

(6) Restrict the sources of supply from 
which Reynolds may deliver gas to Ap¬ 
plicant for transportation by prohibiting 
Reynolds from tendering gas received 
from wells located outside the “Contract 
Production Area” as defined by the con¬ 
tract, and by specifically limiting the 
“Contract Production Area” to the 
depths beneath the surface areas deline¬ 
ated on plats describing the South 
Sarepta Field and the Benton Field in 
Bosier Parish, Louisiana. 3 

Applicant states that Reynolds has had 
its supply sources in the Benton and Sa¬ 
repta Fields under contract for many 
years and that Applicant has been trans¬ 
porting gas from these sources for 15 
years. Applicant further states that Rey¬ 
nolds still has significant volumes of gas 
reserves under contract and that, if con¬ 
tinuation of the service proposed in this 
application is not approved, Applicant 
does not know how Reynolds and the 
producers would dispose of said gas if it 
were not transported to Reynolds’ indus¬ 
trial plants. Applicant states that there 
are intrastate purchasers in the area who 
would be interested in the subject gas. 


1 Applicant maintains that the authoriza¬ 

tion In Docket No. G-18190 will terminate as 
of January 1, 1975, unless an order has issued 
on the instant application prior to that date, 
and requests the Commission to take cog¬ 
nizance of this fact. 

’According to the original contract Rey¬ 
nolds could tender to Applicant for delivery 
gas from whatever source obtained. 
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Applicant does not intend to construct 
any additional facilities, since it only 
proposes to continue an existing service. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 
29. 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public conven¬ 
ience and necessity. If a petition for leave 
to intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice or such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

# Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23887 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 ami 


|Project Nos. 432 and 2748] 

CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT CO. AND 
NORTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC MEMBER¬ 
SHIP CORP. 

Competing Application for New License for 
Constructed Project; Order Setting Hear¬ 
ings and Consolidating Proceedings; 
Correction 

September 30, 1974. 

In the notice of competing application 
for new license for constructed project, 
order setting hearings and consolidating 
proceedings issued September 16, 1974, 
and published in the Federal Register 
on September 23, 1974 39 FR 34106, page 
34106, 3rd column. Paragraph 4 of the 
above-designated document should read: 

Any additional person desiring to be 
heard or to make protest with reference 
to said application should on or before 
November 25, 1974, file with the Federal 
Fower Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, petitions to intervene or protests 
in accordance with requirements of the 


Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-23843 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 amj 


[Docket No. E-9002 J 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. 

Extension of Time 

October 7,1974. 

On October 2. 1974, Commonwealth 
Edison Company filed a motion for ex¬ 
tension of time in which to respond to 
the September 20. 1974, pleading of vari¬ 
ous municipal customers of this com¬ 
pany, in the above-designated matter. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the date for filing said re¬ 
sponses Is extended to and including Oc¬ 
tober 11, 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23844 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

(Docket Nos. RP74-50-1. RP74-50-2, RP74- 
50-3, RP74-50-4] 

Petition for Temporary Extraordinary Relief 
October 7, 1974. 

Florida Gas Transmission Co. (Basic 
Magnesia, Incorporated), Florida Gas 
Transmission Co. (Wenczel Tile Com¬ 
pany of Florida, Inc.), Florida Gas 
Transmission Co. (Borden, Inc., Chemi¬ 
cal Division, Smith-Douglass), Florida 
Gas Transmission Co. (Gardinier, Inc.). 

Take notice that on September 27, 
1974, Wenczel Tile Company of Florida. 
Inc. (Wenczel) filed a petition, pursuant 
to § 1.7 of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure, in Docket No. RP74- 
50-2 for temporary extraordinary relief 
from the curtailment provisions of Flor¬ 
ida Gas Transmission Company’s (Flor¬ 
ida Gas) FPC Gas Tariff, Original Vol¬ 
ume No. 1, requesting that the Commis¬ 
sion order Florida Gas to furnish it on 
a temporary basis 1,630 therms of natural 
gas per day under its preferred inter¬ 
ruptible contract in addition to the 820 
therms of natural gas per day being sup¬ 
plied under its firm service agreement, 
pending a final decision in the above- 
entitled consolidated proceeding. Wenc- 
zel’s original application for permanent 
extraordinary relief in Docket No. RP74- 
50-2 was consolidated for purposes of 
hearing and decision with the other three 
above-listed petitions for extraordinary 
relief by the Commission’s order Issued 
March 15,1974. 

In support of its petition for temporary 
extraordinary relief, Wenczel claims that 
the requested delivery of 1,630 therms of 
natural gas per day under its preferred 
interruptible contract with Florida Gas 
pending final Commission decision herein 
would provide interim relief at the rate 
contemplated by the amount of per¬ 
manent relief recommended in the 


Initial Decision of August 12, 1974, as 
adjusted for the subsequent increase in 
the level of curtailment projected by 
Florida Gas from 177 days to 341 days. 
It states that it did not initially petition 
for temporary extraordinary relief be¬ 
cause it could not predict on January 17, 
1974, the date of its original petition for 
permanent extraordinary relief, the un¬ 
usual length of these proceedings. 

Wenczel asserts that the Presiding 
Administrative Law Judge’s recom¬ 
mended grant of permanent extraordi¬ 
nary relief in the amount of 133,000 
therms of natural gas annually (in ad¬ 
dition to Wenczel’s firm service entitle¬ 
ment) was based on Florida Gas’ pro¬ 
jected 1974 curtailment of 177 days, 
which became irrelevant when Florida 
Gas subsequently issued its projection of 
341 days of curtailment for 1975. Wenczel 
maintains inter alia that unless tempo¬ 
rary relief is granted, it will not receive 
sufficient gas under both its firm and in¬ 
terruptible contracts to operate even one 
of its three ceramic tile kilns pending a 
final Commission determination on its 
request for permanent relief. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this proceed¬ 
ing to prescribe a period shorter than 
15 days for the filing of protests and 
petitions to intervene. Therefore, any 
person desiring to be heard or to protest 
said application should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10) on or before 
October 15, 1974. Protests will, be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. Persons that 
have previously filed a notice or petition 
for intervention in this proceeding need 
not file additional notices or petitions to 
become parties with respect to the in¬ 
stant filing. This filing which was made 
with the Commission is available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23845 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 amj 

[Docket No. E-9029] 

IOWA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Change in Rate Schedule 

October 4, 1974. 

Take notice that Iowa Power and Light 
Company (Iowa Power) on September 
23. 1974 tendered for filing a revised 
Schedule A to the Electric Interchange 
Agreement between Iowa Power and the 
City of Pella, Iow f a dated June 4, 1974. 
The revised Schedule A is intended to re¬ 
place the previous Schedule A dated Oc- 
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tober 2, 1968 which was adopted as part 
of Iowa Power and Light Company Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 33. 

The revised Schedule A provides for 
an additional point of delivery between 
Iowa Power and the City of Pella, Iowa 
and further specifies the manner in 
which it is to be used. 

Iowa Power contends that the purpose 
of the proposed changes is to aid in maxi¬ 
mizing benefits to the two systems, to 
the areas served, and to the public in¬ 
terest generally, through more effective 
use of generating facilities, economies in 
the production of electric energy and 
better service during times of 
emergencies. 

Iowa Power requests the Commission to 
waive the prior notice requirements and 
accept the filing with a retroactive effec¬ 
tive date of June 4, 1974. Iowa Power 
states that copies of the filing have been 
served upon the City of Pella, Iowa and 
the Iowa State Commerce Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure. All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before October 11, 
1974. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to be¬ 
come a party must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene. Copies of this application are on 
file with the Commission and are avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.74-23846 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. E-8424] 

JERSEY CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Changes in Rates and Charges 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that Jersey Central Power 
and Light Company (Jersey Central) on 
September 19, 1974, tendered for filing 
First Revised Sheet No. 13 and First Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 14 to its FPC Electric 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1, containing 
its “RP” tariff rate schedule for all¬ 
requirements wholesale service, presently 
rendered to the Boroughs of Madison, 
Butler, Lavalette, Pemberton and Sea¬ 
side Heights, New Jersey. The rate sched¬ 
ule is tendered for filing in accordance 
with the Commission’s order of Septem¬ 
ber 4,1974, approving a settlement agree¬ 
ment between Jersey Central and the 
customers aforementioned. 

The subject filing also contains sched¬ 
ules showing the refunds to the Bor¬ 
oughs in the amount of $24,124.75 plus 
interest at 7 percent in the amount of 
$747.86, totaling $24,872.61. Jersey Cen¬ 
tral requests waiver of the 30-day notice 
requirement of the Commission’s regu¬ 
lations to permit the tendered rate 
schedule to become effective as of Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1974. 


Any person desiring to comment upon 
the subject rate filing should file such 
comment with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street. NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commiss ion’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before October 18, 
1974. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to be¬ 
come a party must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene. Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23888 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. CP73-234) 

MIDWESTERN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Petition To Amend 

October 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 26, 
1974, Midwestern Gas Transmission 
Company (Petitioner), P.O. Box 2511, 
Houston, Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. 
CP73-234 a petition to amend the order 
of the Commission issued in the subject 
docket on November 30, 1973 <50 FPC 

_), pursuant to section 7(c) of the 

Natural Gas Act so as to defer for one 
year a presently authorized increase in 
maximum daily volumes of gas to be 
transported for Northern States Power 
Company (NSP), all as more fully set 
forth in the petition to amend, which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

By the order of November 30, 1973, the 
Commission authorized Petitioner to re¬ 
ceive volumes of natural gas from North¬ 
ern Natural Gas Company (Northern) 
and to transport and deliver to NSP the 
following daily volumes of natural gas: 

1973- 1974 winter season, 4,000 Mcf. 

1974- 1975 winter season, 8,000 Mcf. 

Winter seasons thereafter, 1 2,000 Mcf. 

Petitioner states it is presently rendering 
such service to NSP pursuant to said au¬ 
thorization and the terms of a Gas 
Transportation Agreement between it 
and NSP, dated December 5,1973. 

Petitioner states that NSP has re¬ 
quested a delay in increasing the volumes 
to be transported so as to provide for 
the following deliveries of gas: 

1974- 1975 winter season, 4,000 Mcf. 

1975- 1976 winter season. 8,000 Mcf. 

Winter seasons thereafter, 12,000 Mcf. 

Petitioner, accordingly, requests the 
Commission to amend the order of No¬ 
vember 30, 1973, to authorize the revised 
service. 

Petitioner further states that Northern 
has submitted a petition to amend the 
Commission order in Docket No. CP73- 
227 to provide for a change in related 
authorizations. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 


October 29, 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington. D.C. 
20426. a petition to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23847 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. E-9028) 

MISSISSIPPI POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Agreement for Purchase of Power 

October 8,1974. 

Take notice that on September 20, 
1974, Mississippi Power and Light Com¬ 
pany (Mississippi) tendered for filing an 
Agreement For Purchase of Power. This 
Agreement provides for the sale of elec¬ 
tric energy by Mississippi to Yazoo Valley 
Electric Power Association (Yazoo), to 
be delivered at a point near Midway, 
Mississippi. 

Mississippi has asked that the Com¬ 
mission waive applicable notice require¬ 
ments and permit the Agreement to 
become effective as of the date service 
is initially rendered pursuant to the 
Agreement. The proposed date of initial 
service is October 15. 1974, but the Com¬ 
pany states that it will advise the Com¬ 
mission of the date service is actually 
commenced. 

Mississippi states that a copy of this 
filing has been mailed to Yazoo. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 15, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23889 Filed 10-11-74,8:45 ami 


[Docket No. E-89231 

MONONGAHELA POWER CG. 
Extension of Time 

October 7,1974. 

On September 16. 1974, Monongahela 
Power Company filed a motion for ex- 
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tension of time in which to respond to 
th£ August 26, 1974 petition of the Cities 
of New Martinsville, Philippi, and Har¬ 
rison Rural Electrification Association, 

Inc. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the date for filing said re¬ 
sponse in the above-designated matter 
is extended to and including October 15, 
X974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-23848 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP73-110) 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 

Qrder Rejecting Certain Advance Payment 
Tracking Filing, Permitting Accepted Part 
To Become Effective Subject To Refund, 
and Establishing Procedures 

October 4, 1974. 

On July 17, 1974, Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America (Natural) tendered 
for filing Substitute Revised Sheet No. 5 
of its FPC Gas Tariff, Third Revised 
Volume No. 1 to be effective September 1, 
1974. 

Natural states that its July 17, 1974 
filing is designed to adjust its base rates 
to reflect the cost of service effect of 
advance payments for gas expended by 
Natural before July 15, 1974. Natural 
contends that the unit rate adjustment 
was computed and filed pursuant to the 
provisions of Articles V, VIII, and XI 
of a proposed Stipulation and Agreement 
in Docket No. RP73-110. 1 2 3 

Natural’s filing was noticed on Sep¬ 
tember 17,1974, with protests, comments, 
and petitions to intervene due on or be¬ 
fore September 25, 1974. On Septem¬ 
ber 20, 1974, Staff filed comments on 
Natural’s filing stating that the proposed 
increase to cover advance payments is 
based upon (1) an advance to Westland 
Oil Development Corporation (Westland) 
which does not comply with Order No. 
441 : and should therefore not be per¬ 
mitted to be given rate base'treatment; 
(2) advances made to Burmah Oil Devel¬ 
opment, Inc. (Burmah) and Mitchell 
Energy, et al. (Mitchell) which may not 
comply with Order No. 499; 8 and (3) ad¬ 
vances made to Mesa Petroleum Com¬ 
pany (Mesa) which may not comply with 
the requirements of Order No. 465. 4 

Our review of this filing indicates that 
the advances contained therein have 
not been shown to be just and reasonable 
and may be unjust and unreasonable. 


1 By order of September 4, 1974, the Com¬ 
mission approved the proposed settlement 
agreement in Docket No. RP73-110. 

2 4(3 FPC 1178 (1971). Order Amending 
Regulations Under the Natural Gas Act, 
Uniform System of Accounts For Class A and 
Class B Natural Gas Companies and Annual 
Report Form No. 2. 

3 Order No. 499, Docket No. RM74-4, Order 

Amending Regulations Under the Natural 
Qas Act, Uniform System of Accounts For 

Class A and Class B Natural Gas Companies 

and Annual Report Form No. 2, issued De¬ 

cember 28, 1973. 

‘48 FPC 1550 (1972). 


With respect to the advance payments 
included in this rate filing which were 
made to Westland our review indicates 
that such payments are subject to Order 
No. 441. 5 * * The contractual agreement 
between Natural and Westland was en¬ 
tered into on April 25, 1972 and amended 
January 18, 1974.'* Subsection 13.2 

of the agreement provided that in the 
event the Commission, within twelve 
months from the agreement date, 
issues an order allowing exploratory ad¬ 
vances to be included within a pipeline’s 
rate base, Westland will have the option 
to designate expenditures applicable to 
prospects submitted to Natural after 
the date of such order as exploratory 
advances. The January 18, 1974 amend¬ 
ment constitutes Westland’s and Natu¬ 
ral’s agreement to exercise this option in 
view of the issuance of Order No. 465 on 
December 29, 1972. T 

Since Natural’s agreement with West- 
land was executed April 25, 1972, the 
agreement is a “formal contractual com¬ 
mitment” subject to the provisions of 
Order No. 441. The effect of subsection 
13.2 and the January 18. 1974 amend¬ 
ment is to allow Westland to designate 
any unspent portion of the advance 
made within 30 days of April 25, 1972, as 
subject to Order No. 465 and therefore 
recoverable in Natural’s rate base. Such 
election is clearly improper as being an 
attempt on the part of the parties to 
circumvent the provisions of Order No. 
441 which provides that advances for ex¬ 
ploration are not to be accorded 
rate base treatment. Therefore, advances 
made pursuant to the April 25, 1972 
agreement between Westland and Natu¬ 
ral are subject to Order No. 441 and 
should not be accorded rate base treat¬ 
ment because said advances are for 
the purpose of exploration. Accordingly 
we reject Natural’s inclusion of the 
Westland advance payment in this filing 
for a rate increase. 

Our review of the advances attributed 
to Burmah, Mesa and Mitchell indicate 
they may be in excess of costs for ex¬ 
ploration, development, and production 
incurred by the producer involved 
within a reasonable time from the 
date such amounts would be included in 
Natural’s rate base. Pursuant to Article 
V, paragraph 7 of Natural’s Stipulation 
and Agreement in Docket No. RP73-110, 
advance payment tracking filings can¬ 
not be suspended, but can be made 
effective by the Commission subject to 
refund in the event of a timely protest. 
Accordingly we shall accept the July 17, 
1974 rate filing, effective September 1, 
1974, subject to the exclusion of the 


B Supra, note 2. 

“The agreement and amendments were 
filed with the Commission on April 16, 1974. 

T 48 FPC 1550 (1972). Order No. 465 states, 
in pertinent part: “• • • this account (Ac¬ 
count 166) shall not Include advances for 
exploration (Including lease aqulsitlon 
costs) In accordance with Order No. 441, for 
which a contractual commitment was made 
from November 10, 1971 (issue date of Order 
No. 441) to the date of issuance of Order 
No. 465./’ (sic), 48 FPC at 1558, Note B. 


Westland advance, and set the re¬ 
mainder of the proposed increase for 
hearing subject to refund obligations. 

The Commission finds. Ifr is necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest 
and to aid in the enforcement of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that Natural's July 17, 
1974 rate increase filing in Docket No. 
RP73-110 should be accepted for filing, 
exclusive of the advance payments made 
to Westland Oil Development Corpora¬ 
tion, and set for hearing as hereinafter 
ordered. 

The Commission orders. (A) Natural’s 
July 17,1974 rate increase filing in Docket 
No. RP73-110, exclusive of the portion 
of the increase attributable to advance 
payments made to Westland, is hereby 
accepted for filing and will be permitted 
to become effective as of September 1, 
1974, subject to refund pending a deter¬ 
mination of the lawfulness, reasonable¬ 
ness and appropriations of the advance 
payments reflected in the proposed rates. 

(B) Within ten (10) days of the is¬ 
suance of this order, Natural shall refile 
tariff sheets reflecting the exclusion of 
the advance payments made to Westland 
from its rate base. 

(C) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR, Chapter I), a public hearing shall 
be held on March 18, 1975 at 10 a.m., in 
a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, concerning 
the lawfulness of the rate revisions pro¬ 
posed herein. 

(D) On or before December 3,1974, Na¬ 
tural shall file its direct evidence. On or 
before February 4, 1975, the Commission 
Staff shall serve its prepared testimony 
and exhibits. Any intervenor testimony 
shall be served on or before February 18, 

1974. Any rebuttal evidence by Natural 
shall be served on or before March 4, 

1975. 

(E) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(See Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 3.5 
(d)), shall preside at the hearing in this 
proceeding, shall prescribe relevant pro¬ 
cedural matters not herein provided, and 
shall control this proceeding in accord¬ 
ance with the policies expressed in the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. 

(F) Nothing contained herein should 
be construed as limiting the rights of 
the parties to this proceeding regarding 
the convening of conferences or offers of 
settlement pursuant to § 1.8 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure. 

(G) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-23849 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. RP71-125J 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 

Order Accepting PGA Increase Subject to 
Conditions 

October 4,1974. 

On August 21, 1974 Natural tendered 
for filing Substitute Sixteenth Revised 
Sheet No. 5 and alternate tariff sheet 
Second Substitute Sixteenth Revised 
Sheet No. 5 to its FPC Gas Tariff. Third 
Revised Volume 1. Natural states that 
this filing was made pursuant to the pro¬ 
vision of Section 18 of Natural’s FPC Gas 
Tariff, Third Revised Volume 1. Natural 
contends that such changes are intended 
to track increased cost of gas purchased 
from Colorado Interstate Gas Company 
(CIG) and Great Lakes Transmission 
Company (Great Lakes), pipeline sup¬ 
pliers to NaturaL Natural has proposed 
an effective date of October 1, 1974 to 
coincide with the proposed effective dates 
of the suppliers’ increases. Natural states 
that the alternate tariff sheet was filed 
to be effective in the event the Commis¬ 
sion accepts Natural’s Stipulation and 
Agreement in Docket No. RP73-110. 1 

Natural’s filing was noticed on Sep¬ 
tember 17. 1974 with protests, comments, 
and petitions to intervene due on or be¬ 
fore September 25, 1974. No responses 
were received. 

Our review of Natural’s proposed PGA 
rate filing indicates that it should be ac¬ 
cepted for filing to become effective as 
hereinafter provided: 

(1) The portion of Natural’s PGA fil¬ 
ing, based upon Great Lakes’ revised in¬ 
crease made effective October 1, 1974, 
by our letter order dated September 30, 
1974, in Docket No. RP72-140. and upon 
that portion of CIG’s rate increase made 
effective on October I, 1974, by order 
dated September 26. 1974, in Docket Nos. 
RP72-122 and RP74-77, is accepted for 
filing to become effective October 1, 1974, 
subject to refund. 

(2) Natural’s entire PGA rate increase 
is permitted to become effective Octo¬ 
ber 2, 1974, subject to refund insofar as 
it reflects CIG’s rate increase made ef¬ 
fective as of that date by order dated 
September 26,1974, in Docket Nos. RP72- 
122 and RP74-77 and Great Lakes’ re¬ 
vised Increase made effective October 1, 
1974, by letter order dated September 30, 
1974, in Docket No. RP72-140. 

In the event CIG reflies substitute tar¬ 
iff sheets to make effective a portion of 
its suspended rate effective October 1, 
1974, Natural may include such costs in 
its deferred purchased gas account pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of its purchased 
gas adjustment clause. 

The Commission finds . It is necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest 
and to aid in the enforcement of the 
Natural Gas Act that Natural’s Au¬ 
gust 21. 1974, PGA filing in Docket No. 
RP71-125 should be accepted for filing 
subject to the above conditions. 

The Commission orders . (A) The por¬ 
tion of Natural’s PGA filing, based upon 


' By order of September 4, 1974, the Com¬ 
mission approved the proposed settlement 
agreement In Docket No. RP73-110. 


Great Lakes’ revised increase made effec¬ 
tive October 1, 1974. by our letter order 
dated September 30. 1974, in Docket No. 
RP72-140 and upon that portion of CIG’s 
rate increase made effective on Octo¬ 
ber 1,1974, by order dated September 26, 
1974, in Docket Nos. RP72-122 and RP74- 
77 is accepted for filing to become effec¬ 
tive October 1, 1974, subject to refund. 

(B) Natural’s entire PGA rate increase 
is permitted to become effective October 
2, 1974, subject to refund insofar as it re¬ 
flects CIG’s rate increase made effective 
as of that date by order dated Septem¬ 
ber 26, 1974, in Docket Nos. RP72-122 
and RP74-77 and Great Lakes’ revised 
increase made effective October 1, 1974, 
by letter order dated September 30, 1974, 
in Docket No. RP72-140. 

(C) Within ten (10) days of the date 
of issuance of this order. Natural shall 
file substitute tariff sheets in compli¬ 
ance with the terms and conditions of 
this order. 

(D) Should CIG, pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the order dated September 26, 
1974, make a portion of its rate which 
was suspended until October 2, 1974, 
effective October 1, 1974, Natural may 
recover costs in its deferred purchased 
gas account pursuant to the provision 
of its purchased gas adjustment clause. 

(E) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
issuance of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I PR Doc.74-23850 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 ami 


[Docket Nos. E-8641. E-8251, E-8169. E-84761 

NEW ENGLAND POWER CO. 
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 

October 8,1974. 

On October 3, 1974, New England 
Power Company filed a motion to further 
extend the procedural dates fixed by or¬ 
der issued March 29, 1974, as most 
recently modified by notice issued Sep¬ 
tember 9. 1974, in the above designated 
matter. The motion states that the in¬ 
terested parties do not oppose the motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Intervenor's Testimony, October 23, 
1974. 

Service of Company's Rebutted, November 12, 
1974. 

Hearing. November 25, 1974 (10 ajn. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23892 Piled 10-11-74;8:45 am] 


1 Docket Nos. E-7700, B-7729 and E -7800] 

NEW ENGLAND POWER CO. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Approving 
FPC Electric Tariff and Denying Request 
for Consolidation 

October 8, 1974. 

On January 2, 1974, New England 
Power Company (NEPCO) filed herein 
its proposed FPC Electric Tariff, Original 


Volume No. 1, including related service 
agreements. 1 Said filing was made hy 
NEPCO in compliance with the order of 
the Commission issued November 30, 
1973, approving a settlement in the 
above-entitled consolidated proceedings. 
Tiie purpose of NEPCO’s filing is to re¬ 
duce to tariff form the numerous in¬ 
dividual rate schedules covering service 
to its customers, and to incorporate 
therein the provisions as to rates and 
terms of service of the approved settle¬ 
ment. 

Notice of NEPCO’s compliance tariff 
filing was issued on June 3, 1974, provid¬ 
ing for comments to be filed on or before 
June 21,1974. On June 21. 1974, NEPCO’s 
customers, who are intervenors in these 
dockets, and who with NEPCO jointly 
sponsored the approved settlement agree¬ 
ment. filed a response to NEPCOs pro¬ 
posed tariff. The customers state that 
while they do not object to the tariff 
in general, they do oppose certain spe¬ 
cific portions of the proposed tariff lan¬ 
guage as being inconsistent with the 
settlement agreement. The customers re¬ 
quest that the tariff issues raised in their 
response be consolidated for hearing in 
NEPCOs current rate proceeding in 
Docket No. E-8641, et al. 

NEPCO on July 15, 1974, filed an an¬ 
swer in opposition to the customer’s re¬ 
sponse. NEPCO defends the proposed 
tariff as accurately representing the 
terms of the agreed-to settlement, and 
characterizes the customers objections 
as an attempt to renegotiate the settle¬ 
ment. NEPCO further argues that the in¬ 
clusion of certain of the requested 
changes would be premature, and that 
other of the suggested changes would be 
contrary to the specific terms of the 
settlement. 

We are constrained to agree with 
NEPCO. Based on a review of the ap¬ 
proved settlement and the proposed 
tariff, we find that the tariff accurately 
reflects and carries out the terms of 
the settlement agreement. The disputes 
do not appear to be of great moment, and 
are not such as to warrant further hear¬ 
ings or other administrative action fur¬ 
ther delaying these already lengthy pro¬ 
ceedings. This is not to say that the 
tariff language cannot be improved, and 
indeed the customers are free to pursue, 
in current or future proceeding, such 
changes as they feel necessary. How¬ 
ever approval of NEPCO’s tariff should 
not be further delayed awaiting the out¬ 
come of further negotiations or hearings 
on the matter. The proposed tariff should 
instead be approved as requested. If mod¬ 
ification of the tariff should be negotiated 
or ordered at some point in the future 
the necessary modifications will properly 
be submitted for filing at that time, sub¬ 
ject to Commission approval. 

One issue raised by the customers iu 
their response requires further discus¬ 
sion. That issue involves the minimum 
demands applicable to NEPCO’s service 
t o th e Town of Hudson, Massachusetts. 
NEPCO’s presently effective rate 


1 The formal tariff designations are set 
forth in the appendix. 
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schedule governing the Hudson service 
(NEPCO’s FPC Rate Schedule No. 202), 
specifies a minimum demand of 4000 Kw 
for 1971. 4500 Kw for 1972, and 5000 Kw 
for 1973. The parties anticipated that in 
1974, the service would be rendered at 
115 Kv rather than the previous 13.8 Kv. 
Minimum demands were set at 6000 Kw 
In 1974, with increases of 600 Kw each 
year thereafter through 1979. The 
changeover to 115 Kv did not take place 
as anticipated, apparently because 
NEPCO’s 115 Kv transmisison line has 
not yet been completed. In its proposed 
tariff NEPCO proposes to apply mini¬ 
mum demands of 5500 for 1974 and 6000 
for 1975, both at 13.8 Kv. and proposes 
the changeover to 115 Kv in 1976, with 
minimum demands commencing on that 
year of 7200 Kw, and increasing by 600 
kw annually thereafter. 

The intervenors object to NEPCO’s 
proposed minimum demands, claiming 
that NEPCO is not entitled to exceed the 
1973 minimum demand of 5000 Kw speci¬ 
fied in the underlying rate schedule No. 
202, until such time as NEPCO is able 
to provide service at 11 5 Kv. 

We agree with NEPCO that the mini¬ 
mum demands set forth in the proposed 
tariff are reasonable and should be ap¬ 
proved. It is clear that the minimum 
demands have, by mutual consent of the 
parties, increased and will continue to 
increase each year irrespective of voltage 
level, both under the old rate schedule 
202 and under the proposed tariff. A new 
tariff provision is required in order to 
provide for a situation not anticipated, 
namely that the 115 Kv line would not 
be completed as contemplated by the par¬ 
ties and as incorporated in rate schedule 
202. The new provision proposed by 
NEPCO is reasonable under such cir¬ 
cumstances because it merely continues 
the historically established increment of 
500 Kw annually of minimum demands 
until such time as 115 Kv service becomes 
operational. We can perceive no objec¬ 
tion to the continued projection of the 
historical trend, as proposed by NEPCO. 
We believe this is at once the most logi¬ 
cal, most obvious and most reasonable 
solution to the problem of filling the gap 
until commencement of 115 Kv service. 
However, we do agree with Hudson that 
the 1973 minimum demand of 5000 Kw 
must remain in force until changed. 
Therefore, while we will approve the re¬ 
vised minimum demands as proposed by 
NEPCO, we believe that such revised 
minimum demands should be applied only 
from and after the date of this order, and 
will so provide. 

The Commission orders. (A) NEPCO’s 
proposed FPC Electric Tariff, Original 
Volume No. 1, including related service 
agreements, is accepted for filing, ap¬ 
proved. and made effective. 

(B) The minimum demands applica¬ 
ble to service to Hudson, Massachusetts, 

specified in the approved tariff, shall 
^ applied only from and after the date 
of this order. 

.^^The customers’ request for con- 
solidatlon of their specified tariff issues 
th ® Proceeding In Docket No. E- 
8641, et al., is denied, without prejudice. 


however, to the right of the customers to 
pursue in such proceeding any modifica¬ 
tions of the approved tariff which they 
may consider necessary or desirable. 

(D) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

TARIFF DESIGNATIONS, NEW ENGLAND POWER 
COMPANY, DOCKET NOS. B-7700, E-7729, R-7800 

Dated. Undated and unexecuted service 
agreements. 1 

Piled. January 2, 1974. 

Effective. April 6. 1972. 

(1) FPC Electric Tariff, Original Volume 
No. 1.* 

(2) Service Agreement under FPC Electric 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. 

(3) Supplement to Service Agreement tin¬ 
der FPC Electric Tariff Original Volume No. 1 
(Delivery point specifications). 

Designations (2) and (3) apply to each 
of the foUowlng customers served under the 


Tariff: 

Supersedes 
(as supple - 
merited) 
Rate Sched- 
Other Party ule FPC Nos. 

Town of Ashburnham_ 182,221,239 

Town of Boylston- 177, 242 

Town of Danvers- 179, 222, 243 

Department of the Army, Fort 

Devens_ 199 

Town of Georgetown_ 169.244 

Granite State Electric Co. 1 * * * * & _. 163 

Green Mountain Power Corp. 1 — 164 

Town of Groton_ 176 

Town of Groveland 1 _ 166 

Town of Hingham_ 184, 245 

Town of Holden_ 187 

Town of Hudson- 202 

Town of Hull_ 173,246 

Town of Ipswich- 189.247 

Littleton, Mass.*_ 175. 248 

Littleton, NH_ 167 

Manchester Electric Co. 1 _ 165 

Town of Mansfield 1 __ 170 

Town of Marblehead_ 181.223.249 

Massachusetts Electric Co. 1 _ 162 

Town of Merrimac_ 174 

Town of Middleton__ 171,224,250 

The Narragansett Electric Co. 1 **- 161 

New Hampshire Elec trio Coop¬ 
erative _— 200 

Town of North Attleborough_ 185.225.251 

Town of Paxton- 178. 252 

City of Peabody_ 186,253 

Town of Prince ton_ 183 

Town of Shrewsbury_ 207,226.254 

Town of Sterling- 172, 255 

Town of Templeton- 180,256 

Town of Wakefield- 258,259 

Town of West Boylston_ 188, 227, 257 


1 Executed with various instrument dates. 

» Under FPC Electric Tariff. Original Vol¬ 

ume No. 1, Rate R-7, effective January L 

1974, subject to refund. Is designated as 1st 
Revised Pag© Nos. 1 & 2. Schedule H-A, super¬ 
seding Rate R-6, Original Page Nos. 1 & 2 

and refund Rate R-6, Original Page Nos. la 

& 2a for the period April 6, 1972, through 
December 31, 1972. 

* Generation and Transmission Credits 
under Supplement to Service Agreement ef¬ 
fective January 2, 1974, subject to refund in 
Docket Nos. E-8251, E-8169 and E-6476. Cer¬ 
tificate of Concurrence by Narragansett Is 
designated as follows: 


Narragansett Electric Company Rate Sched¬ 
ule FPC No. 38 

(Supersedes Rate Schedule FPC No. 24, as 
supplemented) 

(Concurs in New England Power Company 
Supplement to Service Agreement Under 
FPC Electric Tariff Original Volume No. 1) 

(Generation and Transmission Credit) 

(FR Doc.74-23891 Filed 1(>-11-74;8;45 ami 


| Docket No. E-8741J 

POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER CO. 

Notice of Leave To File Further Evidence 
and Extension of Procedural Dates 

October 7, 1974. 

On August 30. 1974, Potomac Electric 
Power Company (PEPCO) filed a motion 
for leave to file further evidence in addi¬ 
tion to that filed by the deadline of the 
Order of August 6, 1974, in the above- 
designated matter. On September 16, 
1974 Staff Counsel filed a motion for an 
extension of the procedural dates which 
was amended by motion filed Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1974. The motion states that 
PEPCO expressed an objection. Southern 
Maryland Electric Cooperative expressed 
no objection to the proposed revised pro¬ 
cedural dates. 

Notice is hereby given that the pro¬ 
cedural dates in the above matter are 
modified as follows: 

PEPCO service of detailed analysis and up¬ 
dated Information, October 25, 1974. 

Staff Service Date, November 15, 1974. 
Interveaor Service Date. December 6, 1974. 
PEPCO Rebuttal Service Date, December 20, 
1974. 

Hearing. January 6, 1976 (10 am., e.d.t.). 

By direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23851 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-88821 

PUBLIC SERVICE CO. OF COLORADO 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed Rate Increase, Providing for 
Hearing, Establishing Procedures and 
Permitting Intervention; Correction 

September 19, 1974, 

In the order accepting for filing and 
suspending proposed rate increase, pro¬ 
viding for hearing, establishing proce¬ 
dures. and permitting intervention issued 
August 30, 1974, and published in the 
Federal Register on September 6, 1974, 
39 FR 32358, page 32359: In next to last 
line of the first full paragraph. Delete 
“PSCC", Add “CTU’\ 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR doc.74-23852 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP75-21] 

RATON NATURAL GAS CO. 

Change in Rates 

October 8,1974. 

Take notice that Raton Natural Gas 
Company (Raton) on September 20,1974 
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tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FPC Gas Tariff, Volume No. 1. con¬ 
sisting of Fourth Revised Sheet No. 3a. 
The change in rates is for jurisdictional 
gas service. 

Raton states that the instant notice 
of change in rates is occasioned solely by, 
and will compensate Raton only for, in¬ 
creases in the cost of gas purchased from 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company (CIG) 
together with reallocation of cost of 
service to rate design formula prescribed 
by the Commission in Opinion No. 671, 
and in Commission’s Order of May 1, 
1974 to CIG. 

The reallocation of cost of service, 
tracking of CIG purchased gas cost ad¬ 
justment and surcharge decrease of 1.96? 
results in reduction of Demand Rate 
from $1.75 to $1.07 per Mcf and an in¬ 
crease in Commodity rate from 35.84? to 
46.30? per Mcf. 

Raton has requested waiver of all ap¬ 
plicable rules and regulations of the 
Commission as may be necessary to per¬ 
mit the tendered tariff sheet to become 
effective on October 1, 1974, or such 
other date as the Commission makes 
effective CIG Tariff Sheets under which 
Raton purchases gas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with $§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore October 15, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, 

IFR Doc.74-23893 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-91-1] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Petition for Extraordinary Relief 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 26, 
1974, the City of Ripley, Mississippi, 
(Ripley), filed in Docket No. RP74-91-1, 
a petition for extraordinary relief pursu¬ 
ant to Section 1.7 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice and Procedure request¬ 
ing that the Commission order Ten¬ 
nessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Division 
of Tenneco, Inc. (Tennessee) to make 
available to Ripley an additional 45,745 
Mcf over their curtailment period 
quantity entitlement (CPQE) for the 39- 
day curtailment period September 23- 
October 31, 1974. 

Ripley states that it was informed by 
Tennessee that due to the effects of Hur¬ 
ricane Carmen it will be experiencing a 
deficiency of approximately 11 Bcf to 


November 1, 1974, and that of the 11 
Bcf deficiency. 5 Bcf would be borne by 
category 2, 3, 4, and 5 customers and 6 
Bcf by category 6, 7, 8, and 9 customers. 
Tennessee notified Ripley that Ripley 
would have available for its use 32,854 
Mcf during the September 23-October 31, 
1974, period. Ripley states, however, that 
it estimates that it will require 78,599 
Mcf for that period. Ripley, therefore, 
requests that the Commission order Ten¬ 
nessee to make available to Ripley 45,745 
Mcf above the 32,854 Mcf that Tennessee 
indicated it would have available for 
Ripley’s use. Ripley adds that unless this 
relief is granted the effect on Ripley’s 
customers and the economy of Ripley 
would be substantial; resulting in severe 
unemployment and the closing down of 
many of Ripley’s 29 commercial custom¬ 
ers. 

A shortened notice period in this pro¬ 
ceeding may be in the public interest. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 or 1.10 of the 
Commissions rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 22, 1974. Protest will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-23894 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. CP75-95] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

October 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 23, 
1974, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc. (Applicant), 
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001, 
filed in Docket No. CP75-95 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
Applicant to render a natural gas trans¬ 
portation service for its customers—Con¬ 
solidated Edison Company of New York, 
Inc. (Con Ed), The Brooklyn Union Gas 
Company (Brooklyn Union) and Long 
Island Lighting Company (LILCO)—and 
to construct and operate attendant facili¬ 
ties, all as more fully set forth in the ap¬ 
plication, which is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that it delivers gas to 
Con Ed, Brooklyn Union and LILCO at 
an existing sales meter station near 
White Plains, New York, under Appli¬ 
cant’s Rate Schedule CD-5. Applicant re¬ 
quests authorization to transport and 
deliver for the account of each customer 


volumes of natural gas nominated b” 
each customer out of the customer’s 
daily entitlement under Rate Schedule 
CD-5 1 * to the proposed interconnection 
of Applicant’s 24-inch pipeline and the 
proposed Honeoye Storage Project 3 in 
Ontario County, New York, and to re¬ 
deliver, at the request of each customer 
volumes of natural gas from the Honeoye 
interconnection to White Plains. 

Applicant states that the maximum 
volumes it will be obligated to deliver to 
Honeoye for each customer are as fol¬ 
lows : 


Customer 

Annual (Mcf) 

Daily (Md) 

Con Ed. 

1.038,515 

17,450 

Brooklyn Union_ 

1,038,515 

17,450 

LILCO. 

U22, U70 

5,100 


Applicant also states that the maximum 
annual volumes redelivered at White 
Plains will be equivalent to those volumes 
delivered at Honeoye. Maximum daily 
deliveries to each customer at White 
Plains will be 6,667 Mcf per day, at each 
customer’s request. 

Applicant further proposes to deliver 
to Honeoye for the accounts of Con Ed 
and/or Brooklyn Union daily volumes as 
nominated by each in excess of the 17,450 
Mcf in order to assist in making cushion 
gas available to Honeoye. Toward this 
end, Applicant intends to use its best 
efforts to deliver to Honeoye up to daily 
contract volumes of 30,600 Mcf and 
20,400 Mcf for Con Ed and Brooklyn 
Union, respectively, for the first twelve 
months of service. Maximum annual 
quantities will be 2,547,560 Mcf for Con 
Ed and 2.529,470 Mcf for Brooklyn Union. 

Applicant further states that each cus¬ 
tomer has agreed to make available to 
Applicant an annual volume of 20,529 
Mcf from Rate Schedule CD-5 purchases 
for system fuel and use requirements. 

Applicant further requests authoriza¬ 
tion to construct and operate additional 
facilities, which will be required to ren¬ 
der the proposed service. These facilities 
consist of a 3,500 horsepower compressor 
station and a tap, side valve and meter¬ 
ing station at the Honeoye interconnec¬ 
tion at an estimated cost of $2,374,000, to 
be financed from general funds and/or 
borrowings under revolving credit agree¬ 
ments. 

The charge for each customer, as pm- 
posed by Applicant, for the proposed 
service will be $2.77 multiplied by 6.667 
Mcf each month. In addition, Applicant 
proposes to charge Con Ed and Brooklyn 
Union 21.34 cents and LILCO 24.01 cents 
for each Mcf of gas transported from 
Honeoye to White Plains in excess of the 
total annual quantity Applicant is ob¬ 
ligated to deliver for each customer. 


1 Dally contract demand is 30,600 Mcf for 

Con Ed, 20,400 Mcf for Brooklyn Union and 
6,100 Mcf for LILCO. 

3 The application for the Honeye Storage 
Project is pending In Honeoye Storage Cor¬ 
poration, Docket No. CP74-208, notice or 
which was published in the Federal Register 
on March 19, 1974 (39 FR 10318). 
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Applicant states that the service pro¬ 
posed herein is essential to its customers' 
use of the Honeoye Storage Project in 
order to assure adequate supplies during 
the winter heating seasons on a long¬ 
term basis and that the proposed service 
will not add to or affect other existing 
sendee provided by Applicant. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 
29. 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[HI Doc. 74-23853 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-91-8] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Rling of Petition for Emergency Relief and 
Waiver of Filing Requirements 


October 7,1974. 

Takenotice that on September 27,1974, 
tast Tennessee Natural Gas Company 
Tennessee) , filed in Docket No. 
"f 7 , a petition for emergency 
from certain provisions of the cur- 
«mment plan of Tennessee Gas Pipeline 
Company, a Division of Tenneco, Inc. 
(Tennessee) pursuant to 5 1 . 7 (b) of the 
Commisston-s rules of practice and pro- 

cedure, ^ ^ more fully set forth ^ East 

S^ctlo^ 6 Bnd 0Pen t0 the PubUc 

be? 9 n states that on Septem¬ 

ber 20, 1974 , it was informed by Tennes¬ 


see that commencing on September 23, 
1974 and continuing through October 30. 
1974, its curtailment period quantity 
entitlement (CPQE) would be reduced 
from 11,354,395 Mcf (the volumes East 
Tennessee was allocated during the Sep¬ 
tember 23-October 30, 1974 period under 
Tennessee's curtailment plan) to 7,605,- 
094 Mcf. East Tennessee states therefore 
that the imposition of the new CPQE of 
7,605,094 Mcf, has reduced its entitle¬ 
ment for the period in question by 
3,749.301 Mcf, and that it will cause 
severe economic disruption, with con¬ 
comitant detrimental results within the 
local economic and collateral industries. 

East Tennessee therefore requests (1) 
that the Commission issue an order di¬ 
recting Tennessee to increase its CPQE 
for the September 23-October 31, 1974 
period by 1,000,000 Mcf and to decrease 
East Tennessee’s CPQE for the Novem- 
ber-December 1974 curtailment period by 
the same amount; and (2) that the Com¬ 
mission waive the minimal filing re¬ 
quirements of § 2.78(b) of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations since East 
Tennessee is not seeking relief from the 
priorities of deliveries contained in 
Tennessee’s curtailment plan, nor is it 
requesting an increase in its total CPQE 
for the two curtailment periods that are 
involved herein. 

A shorter notice period in this proceed¬ 
ing may be in the public interest. Any 
person desiring to be heard or to protest 
said filing should file a petition to inter¬ 
vene or protest with the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or 
protests should be filed on or before Oc¬ 
tober 22,1974. Protests will be considered 
by the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23854 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 am] 


| Docket No. RP74-91-10] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Order Granting Emergency Relief 

October 4,1974. 

On October 2, 1974, Entex, Inc. (En- 
tex), filed in Docket No. RP74-91-10, a 
petition for extraordinary relief pendente 
lite, pursuant to 5 1.7 of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure and 
§ 2.78 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, requesting that the Com¬ 
mission (1) grant Entex extraordinary 
relief from the curtailment period quan¬ 
tity entitlement imposed by Tennessee, 
by directing and authorizing Tennessee 
to deliver to Entex an emergency allo¬ 
cation of 6,000 Mcf at the Drew distribu¬ 


tion system during the September 23- 
October 31, 1974 period, increasing the 
total allowable purchases at the Drew 
tap to 13,180 Mcf; and (2) that if a pay¬ 
back provision is required, that the 6,000 
Mcf be paid back from the quantity en¬ 
titlement at the Lambert. Mississippi tap 
during the 39-day curtailment period. 

Entex states that it purchases, on an 
annual basis, approximately 3,000,000 
Mcf of natural gas from Tennessee to 
serve thirteen distribution systems. By 
letter dated September 23, 1974, Tennes¬ 
see advised Entex that due to Hurricane 
Carmen, Entex's curtailment period 
quantity entitlement for the 39-day 
period (September 23-October 31, 1974) 
would be restricted so that Tennessee 
could replenish its storage balances that 
were reduced by the aforementioned hur¬ 
ricane. Entex was informed that its pur¬ 
chases at the Drew, Mississippi tap would 
have to be reduced to 7,180 Mcf and that 
purchases at the Oxford and Lambert 
taps would have to be reduced to 117,651 
Mcf and 77,88 3 Mcf respectively. 

Entex states that to restrict purchases 
at the Drew tap as directed by Tennes¬ 
see necessitates the curtailment of all 
Priority Category 2 customers on that 
system. Including Parker Agri Enterprises 
(Parker). Parker uses natural gas for di¬ 
rect fired process drying of rice and soy¬ 
beans and presently has approximately 
275.000 bushels of rice (valued at $5 per 
bushel) in process operations. Entex 
states that it takes seven to eight days 
to dry a load of rice; that the rice proc¬ 
essing operations are scheduled to con¬ 
tinue throughout the 39-day curtailment 
period and that it estimates an addi¬ 
tional 6,000 Mcf will be required by 
Parker to complete the drying operation. 

Entex states that the loss of the rice 
crop, due to insufficient gas supplies for 
processing operations would be an eco¬ 
nomic disaster to the area’s farmers, 
their families, and the local businesses 
and communities in general. Entex, 
therefore, requests that the Commission 
authorize and direct Tennessee to deliver 
to Entex an emergency allocation of 6 .- 
000 Mcf at the Drew, Mississippi, tap, 
and if payback is required, to authorize 
and direct Tennessee to reduce Entex’s 
entitlement at the Lambert tap by 6.000 
Mcf. In light of the irreparable injury to 
life and property that will occur if the 
requested relief is not granted, we shall 
grant Entex’s request for extraordinary 
relief. We shall also reduce Entex’s en¬ 
titlement at Lambert by 6,000 Mcf since 
this will insure that Entex receives the 
same quantity of gas allocated to it 
under Tennessee’s implementation of its 
curtailment plan for the 39-day curtail¬ 
ment period. 

We take note that Tennessee has on 
file with the Commission an Order 467-B 
curtailment plan under which the pipe¬ 
line is authorized, to grant unilaterally 
to an affected customer emergency relief, 
where the customer notifies the pipeline 
and satisfies it that it will suffer irrepara¬ 
ble injury to life or physical property 
due to a curtailment of deliveries. We 
believe that Tennessee could and should 
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have granted Entex the relief requested 
in the instant proceeding and perceive no 
good reason for Tennessee’s refusal to do 
so. We will grant the relief requested by 
Entex in this instance in order to pre¬ 
vent any irreparable injury to Parker 
but note that we expect such future re¬ 
quests for emergency relief to be handled 
by Tennessee, and other pipelines that 
are confronted with similar requests 
under the applicable emergency provi¬ 
sion in their curtailment plans. 

The Commission finds. (1) That Ten¬ 
nessee should deliver to Entex, at its 
Drew, Mississippi, tap, an emergency al¬ 
location of 6,000 Mcf during the Sep¬ 
tember 23-October 31, 1974, period, in¬ 
creasing Entex’s entitlement at the Drew 
tap to 23,180 Mcf. 

(2) That Tennessee should reduce 
Entex’s entitlement at its Lambert, Mis¬ 
sissippi, tap by 6,000 Mcf during the 
September 23-October 31, 1974 period, 
reducing Entex's entitlement at Lambert 
to 71,888 Mcf. 

The Commission orders . (A) Tennes¬ 
see is hereby authorized and directed to 
deliver to Entex, at its Drew, Mississippi 
tap for the use of Parker Agri Enter¬ 
prises, an emergency allocation of 6,000 
Mcf during the September 23-October 31, 
1974 curtailment period, thereby increas¬ 
ing Entex’s entitlement at Drew to 13,180 
Mcf. 

<B) Tennessee is hereby authorized 
and directed to reduce Entex’s entitle¬ 
ment at its Lambert, Mississippi, tap by 
6,000 Mcf dining the September 23-Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1974 curtailment period, there¬ 
by reducing Entex’s entitlement at Lam¬ 
bert to 71,888 Mcf. 

By the Commission. 

IsealI Kenneth P. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-23855 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-91-9] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Petition for Extraordinary Relief 

October 7,1974. 

Take notice that on September 27, 
1974, Fitchburg Gas and Electric Com¬ 
pany (Fitchburg), filed in Docket No. 
RP74-91-9 a petition for extraordinary 
relief pursuant to § 1.7 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure re¬ 
questing relief from an increase in cur¬ 
tailment imposed on Fitchburg by 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline, a Division of 
Tenneco, Inc. (Tennessee) for the period 
September 23-October 31, 1974. 

Fitchburg states that on September 20, 
1974, it was notified by Tennessee that 
recent adverse weather conditions (Hur¬ 
ricane Carmen) have reduced its avail¬ 
able supply of gas and, therefore, 
requires the additional curtailment of 
deliveries from September 23-October 31, 
1974. Tennessee notified Fitchburg that 
it would be entitled to purchase 130,665 
Mcf during this 39-day curtailment pe¬ 
riod. Fitchburg states that this volume 
of gas will not enable it to meet the 
requirements of its firm requirements 


customers, all of whom are in priorities 
1 and 2, and that it requires 191,460 Mcf 
to meet the aforementioned require¬ 
ments. Fitchburg adds that the Lawrence 
Gas Company and Bay State Gas Com¬ 
pany have agreed to sell to Fitchburg, 
on a non-profit basis, 31,353 Mcf and 
24,813 Mcf respectively, in order to re¬ 
duce the deficit. 

Fitchburg states that the reduction of 
deliveries as imposed by Tennessee on 
September 23, 1974, will create a sub¬ 
stantial risk of disruptions in residential 
service and plant closings by firm indus¬ 
trial customers in priority 2. Fitchburg, 
therefore, requests that the Commission 
order Tennessee to transport and deliver 
to Fitchburg 31,353 Mcf from Lawrence 
Gas Company and 24,813 Mcf from Bay 
State Gas Company. 

A shortened notice period in this pro¬ 
ceeding may be in the public interest. 
Any person desiring to be heard as to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C., 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 or 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 22, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make protest- 
ants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23858 Filed 10-11-74.8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-25] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Motion for Approval of Settlement 

October 7,1974. 

Take notice that on September 17, 
1974, Texas Gas Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion (Texas Gas) filed a Motion For Ap¬ 
proval Of Settlement Agreement. The 
motion states that the motion is accom¬ 
panied by a Stipulation and Agreement 
(Settlement) which resolves all issues in 
the above-captioned proceeding with the 
exceptions of a proposed increase in 
Texas Gas’ composite depreciation rate 
and the inclusion of cost of service 
amounts related to the acquisition and 
retention by Texas Gas of coal supplies 
to be used for gasification purposes. Fi¬ 
nally, Texas Gas states that approval of 
the proposed Settlement will be in the 
public interest. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 


before October 19, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission and 
are available for public inspection 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23857 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. RP72-64] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff 

October 7, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 30, 
1974, Texas Gas Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion (Texas Gas) tendered for filing as 
part of its FPC Gas Tariff, Third Revised 
Volume No. 1, Third Revised Sheet No. 
91, Fifth Revised Sheet No. 92, Third Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 92-B, and Second Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 92-C. 

Texas Gas states that its tariff filing 
relating to curtailment procedures re¬ 
flects the priorities-of-service prescribed 
by Commission Order No. 467-B that are 
presently in effect on the Texas Gas sys¬ 
tem as well as a continuation of the 
provision for the recovery of demand 
charge adjustments. Texas Gas also 
states that the filing is made at this time 
pursuant to the provsions of Article VI 
of the Third Stipulation and Interim 
Agreement approved by the Commis¬ 
sion’s order issued March 29, 1974. 

Since the tariff provisions relating to 
priorities-of-service and demand charge 
adjustments expire on March 31. 1975, 
under the terms of the aforesaid Agree¬ 
ment, an effective date of April 1, 1975, 
for this filing is requested. In this con¬ 
nection, Texas Gas requests a waiver of 
the notice requirements of § 154.22 of the 
Commission’s regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act. In the event that the 
Commission decides to suspend any or all 
of the proposed revised tariff sheets, 
Texas Gas requests such earlier effec¬ 
tive date as necessary so that they may 
be made effective, after suspension, on 
April 1,1975. 4 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon Texas Gas’ customers and inter¬ 
ested State commissions. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this proceed¬ 
ing to prescribe a period shorter than 15 
days for the filing of protests and peti¬ 
tions to intervene. Therefore, any person 
desiring to be heard or to protest said 
application should file a petition to inter¬ 
vene or protest with the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE.. Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and P r ° ce * 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10) on or before 
October 16, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission iu cieter- 
mining the appropriate action to oe 
taken, but will not serve to make pro - 
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testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules. Per¬ 
sons that have previously filed a notice 
or petition for intervention in this pro¬ 
ceeding need not file additional notices 
or petitions to become parties with re¬ 
spect to the instant filing. This filing 
which was made with the Commission is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-23858 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 


I Docket No. RP72-99J 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Filing of Motion for Approval of Interim 
Settlement Agreement 

October 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 30, 
1974, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco) filed with the 
Commission a motion for approval of 
an interim settlement agreement as to 
curtailment rules covering the one-year 
period November 16, 1974, through No¬ 
vember 15, 1975. Appended to the mo¬ 
tion were copies of the Interim Settle¬ 
ment Agreement, along with implement¬ 
ing tariff sheets and sworn testimony in 
support of the settlement. Transco’s mo¬ 
tion also requests that the Commission 
take such steps as may be necessary to 
bring the record before it as a basis for 
approval of the motion. Transco’s motion 
states that it was served on all parties 
to the proceeding. 

Transco states that its curtailment 
procedures under the Interim Settle¬ 
ment Agreement provide for curtailment 
of Transco’s share of the requirements 
of its larger firm customers generally on 
the basis of 50 percent pro-rata curtail¬ 
ment and 50 percent end-use curtailment 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
Order No. 467-B set of priorities. Transco 
says certain exceptions have been made 
to this general method to provide, 
together with other available anticipated 
supplies, protection of service for resi¬ 
dential and commercial requirements, 
storage injective, requirements and es¬ 
sential firm industrial requirements. The 
proposed Interim Settlement Agreement 
is proposed to be effective from Novem¬ 
ber 16, 1974 through November 15, 1975. 

Tlie proposed Interim Settlement 
Agreement provides, inter alia: 

1. Small G and OG customers are as¬ 
signed annual volumetric entitlements. 

2 . For the remainder of Transco’s cus¬ 
tomers, seasonal volumetric entitlements 
are assigned on the basis of 50 percent 
?5 < i" ra ^ a cur ^ a ihnent and 50 percent 
Order No. 467-B curtailment with cer¬ 
tain specific adjustments for residential, 
commercial and essential industrial re¬ 
quirements. 

fK 3 * c .V stomers being curtailed greater 
tnan the average curtailment of such 
customers are to receive credits to their 
11 s from Transco of 50 cents per Mcf 
of such greater curtailment and the bills 


of customers in the same categories being 
curtailed less than the average curtail¬ 
ment of such customers are to be debited 
with an amount of 50 cents per Mcf of 
such lesser curtailment. In addition, at 
the end of the winter season, 25 cents 
is to be credited to the bills of customers 
for each Mcf which such customer had 
been curtailed greater than they would 
have been curtailed on the basis of 50 
percent pro-rata and 50 percent Order 
No. 467-B end-use and 25 cents is to be 
debited to the bills of customers for each 
Mcf which such customers had been cur¬ 
tailed less than they would have been 
curtailed on the basis of 50 percent pro¬ 
rata and 50 percent Order No. 467-B 
end-use. 

4. Extraordinary relief is not to be 
sought by Transco’s customers through 
the period ending November 15, 1975, 
except for changes in presently foreseen 
circumstance, not including a change in 
curtailment from another pipeline sup¬ 
plier, which require actual protection of 
essential markets. 

5. By order dated December 14, 1973, 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit issued 
an order directing that Transco's interim 
curtailment plan, as it existed on May 23, 
1973, shall continue in effect “until fur¬ 
ther order of this Court.” Therefore, no 
final action will be taken on Transco’s 
motion for approval of the new interim 
settlement agreement until expressly au¬ 
thorized by order of the Court. In this 
regard, the Commission has directed its 
Solicitor to seek immediate modification 
of the Court of Appeals’ order so as to 
permit the Commission to consider and 
make an appropriate ruling upon 
Transco’s motion. 

Copies of the Interim Settlement 
Agreement are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and available for public inspection. 

A shortened notice period in this pro¬ 
ceeding may be in the public interest. 
Therefore, any person desiring to file 
comments to Transco’s Interim Settle¬ 
ment Agreement proposal shall do so on 
or before October 18, 1974. Any person 
desiring to file replies to comments shall 
do so on or before October 25, 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23859 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 

DEPOSITORY LIBRARY COUNCIL OF THE 
PUBLIC PRINTER 

Meeting 

The Depository Library Council of the 
Public Printer will meet at 8:30 a.m. to 
5 p.m. on October 29 and 30, 1974. Meet¬ 
ing place will be the Government Print¬ 
ing Office, Hayden Conference Room, 
located on North Capitol and H Streets, 
NW, Washington, D.C. 

The purpose of this meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss the Depository Library Program. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Any member of the public who wishes 
to attend shall notify Dr. Ralph McCoy, 
Chairman, 1902 Chautaugua, Carbon- 
dale, Illinois 62901. 


General participation by members of 
the public, or questioning of Council 
members or other participants shall be 
permitted with approval of the chairman. 

Dated: September 27,1974. 

T. F. McCormick, 
Public Printer. 

I FR Doc.74-23931 Filed 10-11-74; 8:45 ami 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on October 9, 1974 <44 U.S.C. 
3509). The purpose of publishing this list 
in the Federal Register is l > inform the 
public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing 
division within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the 
proposed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
wiiich appear to raise no significant is¬ 
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the 

review er listed. 

New Forms 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Economic Research Service: 

Survey of Consumers' Consumption of and 

Attitudes Toward Wine, Form -, 

Single time, Lowry (395-3772), Nation¬ 
wide panel of households. 

Farmers Cooperative Service: 

Survey of Ohio Livestock Producers, Form 

-, Single time, Lowry (395-3772), 

Members of producers Livestock Asso¬ 
ciation. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Office of Education: American Indians En¬ 
rolled In Public Schools, Form OE 268, 
Occasional, Planchon (395-3898), Public 
schools. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Statistical Reporting Service: Prices Received 
by Farmers, Form SRS CE 5, Monthly, 
Raynsford (395-3814), Strasser (395-3880), 
Buyers & sellers of farm products. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Office of Education: Education Professions 
Development Act Program Instructions for 
Application for Federal Assistance, Form 
OE 335. Annual. Lowry (395-3772), Gov¬ 
ernment agencies. 
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Extensions 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 

WELFARE 

Office of Education: Current Project Report 
Title VI-A, Higher Education Act of 1965, 
as amended. Form OE 1052, Annual, Lowry 
(395-3772), State commission of higher 
education. 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 
[PR Doc.74-23996 Piled 10-11-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
FEDERALLY ASSISTED CONSTRUCTION 
CONTRACTS FOR DETROIT 

Hearing on Equal Employment Opportunity 
Requirements 

On August 29, 1974, in accordance 
with 41 CFR 60-1.4(b) (2) (39 FR 2365, 
January 21, 1974), the Director of the 
Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
announced his determination in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 29446) that the 
Illinois Fair Employment Practices 
Commission Rules and Regulations for 
Public Contracts are inconsistent with 
the basic principles of federal procure¬ 
ment law and. therefore, inconsistent 
with Executive Order 11246, as amended, 
and incompatible with the effective im¬ 
plementation of the federal hometown 
and imposed plans in operation through¬ 
out the State of Illinois. 

Pursuant to 41 CFR 60-1.4<b) (2), the 
Illinois Fair Employment Practices Com¬ 
mission appealed the OFCC Director's 
determination to the Assistant Secretary 
of Labor for Employment Standards by 
requesting a hearing. 

Accordingly, an administrative law 
judge has been designated to conduct a 
hearing commencing in October 31, 1974, 
at 9:30 a.m. in Room 1743, Everett 
McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 South 
Dearborn. Chicago. Illinois 60604, to 
make proposed findings and a recom¬ 
mended decision to the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary of Labor for Employment Standards 
upon the basis of the recor d before him. 
In accordance with 41 CFR 60-1.4(b) (2), 
evidence may be presented at the hear¬ 
ing relevant to the issue of whether the 
Illinois Fair Employment Practices Com¬ 
mission Rules and Regulations for Public 
Contracts are inconsistent with Execu¬ 
tive Order 11246, as amended, or in¬ 
compatible with the effective imple¬ 
mentation of federal hometown and im¬ 
posed plans in operation throughout the 
State of Illinois. 

We have given the Illinois Fair Em¬ 
ployment Practices Commission and the 
Building Construction Employers' Asso¬ 
ciation of Chicago, Inc. notice of their 
opportunity to participate in the hearing 
by registered mail, return receipt re¬ 
quested. AD other persons, organizations 
and other entities affected by OFCC Di¬ 
rector's determination may attend and 
participate in the hearing. Each partic¬ 
ipant shall have the right to counsel 
and a fair opportunity to present his 
case including such questioning of wit¬ 
nesses presented by the other parties as 


the administrative law judge may deem 
appropriate in the circumstances. 

Interested persons, organizations and 
other entities affected by the OFCC Di¬ 
rector's determination, including the Il¬ 
linois Fair Employment Practices Com¬ 
mission and the Building Construction 
Employers’ Association of Chicago, Inc., 
who wish to participate in the hearing 
should so notify Mr. H. Stephen Gordon, 
Chief Administrative Law Judge, U.S. 
Department of Labor, 1111 Twentieth 
Street NW., 720 Vanguard Building. 
Washington. D.C. 20210 by registered 
mail, return receipt requested, by the 
close of business, October 29, 1974. The 
notice of intention to participate (origi¬ 
nal and one copy) must state the name 
and address of the person to appear, and 
the approximate amount of time required 
for the presentation. In addition, to the 
extent practicable, the notice should also 
include, or be accompanied by. a general 
statement of the position to be taken 
with regard to the aforementioned Rules 
and Regulations for Public Contracts and 
of the evidence to be adduced in support 
of that position. The use of prepared 
statements by participants, subject to 
questioning by the other parties, is en¬ 
couraged. Such prepared statements and 
all other documents intended to be sub¬ 
mitted for the record at the hearing 
should accompany the notice of inten¬ 
tion to participate. All documents should 
be submitted hi duplicate. In addition, 
the parties should be prepared to provide 
representatives of each of the parties of 
record with a copy of all prepared state¬ 
ments and other documents intended to 
be submitted for the record at the 
hearing. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of October, 1974. 

H. Stephen Gordon, 
Chief Administrative Law Judge. 
[PR Doc.74-23936 Piled 10-11-74:8:45 am] 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CONSTRUC¬ 
TION SAFETY AND HEALTH 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Construction 
Safety and Health, established under 
Section 107(e) (1) of the Contract Work 
Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 
U.S.C. 333) and section 7(b) of the Wil- 
liams-Steiger Occupational Safety and 
Health Act of 1970 (20 U.S.C. 656) will 
meet on Wednesday, October 30; Thurs¬ 
day, October 31; and Friday, November 
1, 1974. The meeting will begin at 9:00 
a.m. in the Dauphine Room of the Ra- 
mada Inn Downtown located at 10 
Thomas Circle NW., Washington, D.C. 
The meeting will be open to the public. 

This will be the first meeting of the 
Committee since the reappointment of 
its membership. During the three day 
meeting, the Committee will consider 
drafts of the following proposed stand¬ 
ards and proposed revision of standards: 

(a) Ground-fault circuit interrupters, 


§ 1926.400; 

(b) Required safety training for su¬ 
pervisors, § 1926.21(b) <1); 

(c) Crane and derrick suspended work 
platforms; 

(d) Solid fuel salamanders (open top 
heaters); and 

(e) Section 1926/1910 Project —sec¬ 
tion of items in Part 1910 of 29 C FR ap¬ 
plicable to Part 1926 of 29 CFR. 

Any member of the public wishing to 
submit written presentations to the Com¬ 
mittee may do so by filing such a state¬ 
ment, together with 20 duplicate copies, 
with the Committee Management Officer 
by close of business October 22, 1974. 
Such submissions will be provided to the 
members of the Committee and will be 
included in the record of the meeting. 

The Committee Chairman may per¬ 
mit oral statements before the Commit¬ 
tee by interested persons. Consequently, 
persons desiring to make an oral presen¬ 
tation to the Committee should submit 
a written request to be heard, together 
with 20 duplicate copies, with the Com¬ 
mittee Management Officer by close of 
business October 22. 1974. The request 
must have the nr* me and address of the 
person wishing to appear, the capacity 
in which he will appear, a short summary 
of the intended presentations, and the 
approximate amount of time required for 
his presentation. Such submissions will 
be provided to the Committee Chairman 
for his consideration. 

Communications should be addressed 
to: 

Julius Jimeno 

Committee Management Office 
UJ3. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

1720 M Street NW.. Room 200 
Washington, D.C. 20210 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of October, 1974. 

John Stendfr, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

|FR Doc.74-23937 Filed 10-1 1-74:8:45 am] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

I Notice No. 609[ 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

October 9, 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appro¬ 
priate steps to insure that they are noti¬ 
fied of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested. 
No amendments will be entertained after 
October 15, 1974. 

MC 99208 Sub 12, Skyline Transportation. 

Inc., continued to October 29, 1974, at 
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Washington, D.C., at the Offices of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

MC 115162 Sub 292, Poole Truck Line, Inc., 
application disznlssed. 

MC 5428 Sub 6, Lyon Moving & Storage Co., 
MC 14786 Sub 16, Greyhound Van Lines. 
Inc., MC 22254 Sub 76. Trans-American 
Van Service. Inc., MC 41098 Sub 39, Global 
Van Lines, Inc., MC 48374 Sub 9, Pernstrom 
Storage and Van Company, MC 87113 8ub 
14, Wheaton Van Lines, Inc., MC 107012 
8ub 205, North American Van Lines, Inc., 
MC 110585 Sub 17, Republic Van and Stor¬ 
age Co., Inc., and MC 116859 Sub 13, Clark 
Transfer, Inc., now being assigned pre- 
hearing conference November 4, 1974, at 
the Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 

MC 217 Subs 16 & 17, Point Transfer, Inc.. 
MC 13569 Subs 27 A 30, The Lake Shore 
Motor Freight Co.. MC 14552 Subs 50 & 53. 
J. V. McNtcholas Transfer Co.. MC 138286 
Sub 2, John F. Scott Co„ continued to 
October 29. 1974 (4 days), at the United 
8tates Steel Corporation Bldg., Room 523, 
600 Grant Street, Pittsburgh, Pa., and 
December 2, 1974 (5 days). In Room 2218. 
Federal Bldg., 1000 Liberty Avenue. Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 

I & S No. 8938, Waterborne Shipments. North 
Atlantic Ports, now assigned October 29. 
1974, at Washington, D.C., is postponed to 
January 20. 1975. at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

MC-C 8033, Baggett Transportation Co.— 
V— Dowdn Motor Freight, Inc., Et Al„ now 
being assigned pre-hearing conference. 
October 23,1974, at the Offices of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-23959 Filed 10-11-74:8:45 amj 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 
October 9, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s gateway elimination rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to all 
interested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before October 25, 1974. A 
copy must also be served upon applicant 
or its representative. Protests against 
the elimination of a gateway will not op¬ 
erate or stay commencement of the pro¬ 
posed operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
m identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC 52938 (Sub-No. El) (Correc¬ 
tion >, filed May 13, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register September 26,1974. 


Applicant: MASHKIN FREIGHT LINES, 
INC., 410 Asylum Street, Hartford, Conn. 
06103. Applicant’s representative: Hugh 
M. Joseloff (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Such merchandise as 
is dealt in by wholesale, retail, and chain 
grocery and food business houses, and, in 
connection therewith, equipment . mate¬ 
rials, and supplies used in the conduct 
of such businesses (except commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), limited to movements from, to, 
or between plants, warehouses, or other 
facilities of such businesses, between 
points in Massachusetts south and east 
of Interstate Highway 95, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, (a) points in 
Connecticut bounded by a line beginning 
at the Connecticut-Massachusetts State 
line near Canaan and extending along 
U.S. Highway 44 to the Connecticut-New 
York State line, thence along a line ex¬ 
tending through N. Wilton, Wilton, and 
Westport to Long Island Sound, thence 
along Long Island Sound to New Lon¬ 
don, thence along a line extending 
through Groton to Leicester, Mass., in¬ 
cluding the points named; • • • The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Providence. R.I., in 1(a); Prov¬ 
idence, R.I., and Bridgeport, Conn., 
in 1(b): Providence, R.I., and Bridgeport, 
Conn., in 1(c); and Bridgeport. Conn., 
or East Hartford, Conn., in 2(a), 2(b), 
3(a), and 3(b). The purpose of this par¬ 
tial correction is to correct the destina¬ 
tion point in 1(a) above and to clarify 
the gateways to be eliminated in the en¬ 
tire letter-notice. The remainder of the 
letter-notice remains as previously pub¬ 
lished with the exception of the gateways. 

No. MC 59150 (Sub-No. E3), filed 6/4/ 
74. Applicant: PLOOF TRANSFER 
COMPANY, INC., 1901 Hill Street, Jack¬ 
sonville, Florida 32207. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Martin Sack, Jr.. 1754 Gulf 
Life Tower, Jacksonville, Florida 32207. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Commodi¬ 
ties, which because of size or weight re¬ 
quired specialized handling or rigging, 
between points in that part of Georgia 
in and south of Early, Baker, Mitchell, 
Colquitt, Cook, Berrien, Atkinson, Ware, 
Pierce, Brantley, and Glynn Counties, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in that part of South Carolina in and 
north of Hampton, Colleton, and Charles¬ 
ton Counties. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Florida. 

No. MC 59150 (Sub-No. E6), filed June 
4, 1974. Applicant: PLOOF TRANSFER 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 47 Station G. 
1901 Hill Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32206. 
Applicant’s representative: Martin Sack, 
Jr. f 1754 Gulf Life Tower, Jacksonville, 
Fla. 32207. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Com¬ 
modities, which because of size or weight, 
require the use of special equipment, be¬ 
tween points in that part of Alabama in 
and west of Limestone, Morgan, Cullman, 


Blount. Jefferson, Shelby, Chilton, Au¬ 
tauga, Montgomery, Pike, Dale, and Hou¬ 
ston Counties, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in that part of Georgia 
in and south of Seminole, Decatur, 
Grady, Thomas, Colquitt. Cook. Berrien, 
Atkinson, Ware, Brantley, and Glynn 
Counties. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in 
Florida. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. E72) t filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666. 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Richard W. May (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sheet 
iron roofing, from points in Arkansas to 
points in Kentucky (except from points 
in Arkansas on, east, and north of a 
line from the Arkansas-Oklahoma State 
line along Arkansas Highway 43 to the 
junction of Arkansas Highway 59, thence 
along Arkansas Highway 59 to the Junc¬ 
tion of Arkansas Highway 16, thence 
along Arkansas Highway 16 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 64, thence along 
Arkansas Highway 64 to the Mississippi 
River to points in Kentucky on and west 
of U.S. Highway 41). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of West 
Memphis, Ark. 

No. MC 101186 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
6/4/ 74. Applicant: ARLEDGE TRANS¬ 
FER, INC., P.O. Box 157, Burlington, 
Iowa 52601. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting; Canned fruits and vege¬ 
tables, (1) from points in that part of 
Wisconsin on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 10 and on and east of U.S. Highway 
45 to points in Missouri (except those 
points located east of a line beginning 
at the Mississippi River and extending 
along U.S. Highway 54 to junction U.S. 
Highway 61, thence over U.S. Highway 
61 to junction Missouri Highway 47, 
thence over Missouri Highway 47 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 66, thence over U.S. 
Highway 66 to junction Missouri High¬ 
way 19. thence over Missouri Highway 19 
to the Missouri Arkansas State line and 
to points in that part of Iowa on south 
and east of a line beginning at the 
Missouri-Iowa State line and extending 
to Albia, thence over Iowa Highway 137 
to junction Iowa Highway 92, thence 
along Iowa 92 to junction U.S. Highway 
218 thence along U.S. Highway 218 to 
U.S. Highway 34. thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 34 to the IUionis-Iowa State line; 
and (2) from points in that part of Wis¬ 
consin on and east of a line beginning 
at the Wlsconsin-Illinois State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 45 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 41 at Mil¬ 
waukee. thence over U.S. Highway 41 to 
Green Bay (except Union Grove, Racine, 
and Milwaukee) to points in Missouri on 
and west of U.S. Highway 63. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Burlington and Columbus Junc¬ 
tion, Iowa. 
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No. MC 107478 (Sub-No. El>, filed 
5/10/74. Applicant: OLD DOMINION 
FREIGHT LINE, P.O. Drawer 2006, High 
Point, N.C. 27261. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John T. Coon (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: New Fur¬ 
niture. beverage gases, wooden boxes, 
wooden crates, and wooden reels, from 
points in North Carolina and South 
Carolina, north and west of a line be¬ 
ginning from the North Carolina-Ten- 
nessee State line near Waterville, and 
extending along Interstate Highway 40 
to Asheville, thence along U.S. Highway 
74 to Rutherfordton, thence along U.S. 
Highway 221 to its junction with South 
Carolina Highway 11. thence along South 
Carolina Highway 11 to Gaffney, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 105 to its 
junction with South Carolina Highway 
211, thence along South Carolina High¬ 
way 211 to Hickory Grove, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 97 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.S. 521, thence along U.S. 
Highway 521 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 52, thence along U.S. Highway 
52 to Charleston, in Florida, south and 
east of a line beginning from Clearwater, 
and extending along Florida Highway 60 
to Tampa, thence Interstate Highway 73 
to Ocala, thence along U.S. Highway 301 
to the Georgia-Florida State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Charleston, S.C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E303), filed 
5/29/74. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT CO.. INC., P.O. Box 308, 
Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative : R. M. Tettlebaum. Suite 375, 
3379 Peachtree Rd. NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
Sausage, from Bowling Green, Ky., to 
(a) points in New York, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, and Rhode Island, (Mendon, 
Mich.) • and, (b) points in that part of 
Virginia on and east of Interstate High¬ 
way 95. (Rocky Mount. N.C.) The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way indicated by the asterisks above. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E304), filed 
5/29/74. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT CO.. INC., P.O. Box 308, 
Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 375, 
3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular mutes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by-products, as 
described in Section A of Appendix 1 to 
the report in Description in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 209 and 
766 (except commodities in bulk in tank 
vehicles and hides), from Phelps City, 
Mo., to points in Virginia, that part of 
Pennsylvania on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 222 
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 372, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 372 
to junction U.S. Highway 30, thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 to junction 


Pennsylvania Highway 100/29, thence 
along Pennsylvania Highway 100/29 to 
Allentown, thence along U.S. Highway 22 
to the Pennsylvania-New Jersey State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of the plant site of 
Odom’s Sausage Co. at Madison, Tenn. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E335). filed 
5/29/74.. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum. Suite 
375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, 
Ga. 30326. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen vegetables, from points in Arkan¬ 
sas to points in Georgia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
any point in Alabama. 

No. MC 109612 (Sub-No. El), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: LEE MOTOR 
LINES, INC., 4319 South Madison, 
Muncie, Ind. 47302. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Eugene Lee (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Glass 
containers and closures therefor, from 
the plant site of Anchor Hocking Glass 
Corp., near Gurnee, Ill., to points in 
Kentucky and Tennessee; and (2) Glass 
containers and closures therefor, from 
Mundelien, Ill., to points in Kentucky 
and Tennessee. Restriction: The opera¬ 
tions in (2) above are restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
or destined to a plant site or warehouse 
of the Ball Brothers Company. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Anderson, Ind. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1123), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cotton¬ 
seed oil, soybean oil, and peanut oil, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Pensacola, 
Fla., (1) to Portsmouth, Va. (Charlotte. 
N.C.)*, (2) to the District of Columbia 
and points in that part of Pennsylvania 
on and east of U.S. Highway 11 (Char¬ 
lotte, N.C., and Portsmouth, Va.)*, (3) 
to New York, N.Y., and points in Dela¬ 
ware and New Jersey (Charlotte, N.C., 
Portsmouth, Va.. and Glen Riddle, Pa.) *, 
and (4) to points in Connecticut, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Rhode Island, Nassau, Suffolk, 
and Westchester Counties, N.Y., and that 
part of New York on and south of New 
York Highway 7 and on and east of U.S. 
Highway 11 (Charlotte, N.C., Ports¬ 
mouth, Va., Glen Riddle, Pa., and New¬ 
ark, N.J.) ♦. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1124), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 


erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Gasoline, kerosene, liquefied petroleum 
gas, propane, butane, petroleum coke, 
and petroleum asphalt, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in York County, 
Va., to points in that part of Ohio on 
and north of U.S. Highway 40 and on 
and east of Ohio Highway 13, and that 
part of Pennsylvania on and south of 
U.S. Highway 322 and on and west of 
U.S. Highway 219. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Fol- 
lansbee, W. Va. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1139), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chocolate, in bulk, from Charlotte, N.C., 
to points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1140), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 18335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from the plant site of the Ashland 
Chemical Co., Division of Ashland Oil 
and Refining, at or near Mapleton, HI. 
(1) to points in New Jersey, Virginia, and 
that part of Pennsylvania in and east 
of Tioga, Lycoming, Union, Mifflin, Juni¬ 
ata, and Franklin Counties (S. Charles¬ 
ton, W. Va.) *. and (2) to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Is¬ 
land (S. Charleston, W. Va., and Newark. 
N.J.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by the 
asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E 1153 ), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Dry chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Dade County, Fla., (1) to 
points in Utah and those parts of Kan¬ 
sas and Nebraska on and west of U.S. 
Highway 81 (Baton Rouge, La., and 
Texas City, Tex.) *, (2) to points in New 
Mexico (Baton Rouge, La., and Beau¬ 
mont, Tex.)*, and (3) to points in that 
part of Tennessee on and west of U.S. 
Highway 27 (Atlanta, Ga.) *. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate tne 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1154 ),QM 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. BOX 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant* 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
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as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
liquid chemicals (except vegetable oils, 
crude tall oils, sulphate, black liquor 
skimmings, such naval stores as are 
chemicals, and bituminous products and 
materials), in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Dade County, Fla., to (1) 
points in Kansas and that part of Mis¬ 
souri on and north of a line beginning 
at the Illinois-Missouri Highway line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 61 to junc¬ 
tion Missouri Highway 34, thence along 
Missouri Highway 34 to junction U.S. 
Highway 60, thence along U.S. Highway 
60 to the Missouri-Oklahoma State line 
(Atlanta, Ga.. Copperhill, Tenn., and 
Louisville, Ky.) *, (2) to points in Mary¬ 
land and New Jersey (Brunswick, Ga., 
and Hopewell, Va.)*, (3) to points in 
Kentucky (Atlanta, Ga., and Copperhill, 
Tenn.) •, and (4) to points in New Mex¬ 
ico (Beaumont, Tex.) •. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 


No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. El 155). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (A) 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points In Dade County, Fla., 
(1) to points in New York (Greensboro, 
N.C.) *, (2) to points in Ohio (points in 
Georgia and Copperhill, Tenn.) *, and 
(3) to points in Virginia, West Virginia, 
and that part of Tennessee on and east 
of U.S. Highway 27 (points in Georgia) *, 
and (B) Chemicals , in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in Dade County, Fla., 
(1) to points in Oklahoma (Beaumont. 
Tex.)*, (2) to points in Utah (Texas 
City, Tex.)*, and (3) to points in that 
part of Tennessee west of U.S. Highway 
27 (Atlanta, Ga.) *, restricted in (A) and 
<B) above against the transportation of 
vegetable oils, crude tall oil, sulphate, 
black liquor skimmings, and naval stores, 
further restricted in (A) (2) and (A) (3) 
above against the transportation of Bi¬ 
tuminous products and materials, and 
further restricted in (B)(3) above 
against the transportation of hydro- 
fluosilic acid and liquid alum. The pur- 
Pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways indicated by asterisks above. 


No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1156), filed 
May 26. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
nEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a- common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Drychem- 
™? te u ( ! XC€pt vegetable oil, crude tall oil. 
sulphate, black liquor skimmings, naval 
stores, hydrofluosilic acid, and liquid 
um) in bulk. In tank vehicles, from 
Points in Dade County, Fla. (T) to points 
(Atlanta, Ga.)*, (2) to 
Points in Oklahoma (Baton Rouge. La.) \ 
^n<i (3) to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, and Wyoming (Baton Rouge, 
and Texas City, Tex.) *. .The pur¬ 


pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. El 157). filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals (except vegetable oils, 
crude tall oil, sulphate, black liquor 
skimmings, naval stores, hydrofluosilic 
acid, liquid alum, and bituminous prod¬ 
ucts and materials), in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from points in Dade County. Fla., 
to points in Arizona, California, and 
Colorado (Houston. Tex.) *, (2) to points 
in Arkansas (Atlanta, Ga.) *. (3) to 
points in Delaware (points in Georgia 
and Hopewell, Va.)*, and (4) to points 
in Illinois and Indiana (points in Geor¬ 
gia, Copperhill, Tenn., and Louisville, 
Ky.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by as¬ 
terisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1170), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicant s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid petroleum chemicals, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Edgewater, N.J., to 
points in Vermont. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Mil- 
lerton, N.Y. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1171), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 
200 , Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals (except bituminous prod¬ 
ucts and materials), in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Morrisville, Pa., to points in 
Virginia and West Virginia. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of points in that part of Virginia located 
in the District of Columbia commercial 
zone. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1172). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 

LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Thomas J. 
O'Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry coal tar chemicals, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Neville 

Island, Pa., to points in Massachusetts, 
Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Solvay, N.Y. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1173), filed 

June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 

LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Thomas J. 
O'Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 


by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Alle¬ 
gheny County, Pa., to points in Arizona. 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas. 
Montana. Nebraska, Nevada. New 
Mexico, North Dakota. Oklahoma. 
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1174), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Beaver County, Pa., to points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada. 
New Mexico. North Dakota. Oklahoma. 
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ad¬ 
dyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1175), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Butler County, Pa., to points in 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Mexico. North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ad¬ 
dyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1176), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Cambria County, Pa., to 
points in Arizona, California, Colorado. 
Idaho, Kansas. Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota. 
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 <Sub-No. E1177), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals, In bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Dauphin County. Pa., to 
points in Arizona. California, Colorado. 
Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nevada, Ne¬ 
braska, New Mexico. North Dakota, 
Oklahoma. Oregon, South Dakota, Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
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of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1178), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in Fayette County, 
Pa., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado. Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, North Da¬ 
kota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota. 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1179), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in McKean County, 
Pa., to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, North Da¬ 
kota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1199>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from points in New Castle County, 
Del., to points in Arizona. California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana. Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, North Da¬ 
kota. Oklahoma, Oregon. South Dakota, 
Utah. Washington, and Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1200), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in Baltimore County, 
Md.. to points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana. Ne¬ 
vada, Nebraska, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Da¬ 
kota, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Addyston. Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1201), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 


as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Rockland County, N.Y., to 
points in Arizona. California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Montana, Kansas, Nevada, Ne¬ 
braska, New Mexico, North Dakota, Ok¬ 
lahoma, Oregon. South Dakota, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1209), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liq- 
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Franklin County, Pa., to 
points in Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Ne¬ 
vada, New Mexico, North Dakota, Okla¬ 
homa, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1210). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Mercer County, Pa., to 
points in Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Ne¬ 
vada, New Mexico, North Dakota, Okla¬ 
homa, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1211), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box, 
Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Delaware County, Pa., to points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ad¬ 
dyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1212), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Schuylkill County, Pa., to points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Kansas, Montana. Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 


Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, and Wyoming. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1214), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Coal tar 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in New Jersey (except points in 
Atlantic, Gloucester, Monmouth, Somer¬ 
set, Hudson, and Union Counties), to 
points in Missouri. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of South 
Fayette Township, Allegheny County, Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1215), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Akron, Ohio, to points in Maine, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont, 
restricted against the transportation of 
liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, and liquid 
nitrogen to points in Vermont. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 1216), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien. Au¬ 
thority sought to opex*ate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry chemicals (ex¬ 
cept calcium chloride), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Akron, Ohio, (1) to points 
in Maine, Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Rhode Island, and Vermont (Syra¬ 
cuse, N.Y.) •, and (2) to points in Con¬ 
necticut (White Plains. N.J.) •. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of those indicated by asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1217), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over iiTegular routes, transporting : Coal 
tar chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Delaware, New York, and 
Pennsylvania, to points in Missouri. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of South Fayette Township, Al¬ 
legheny County, Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1218>, filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicants 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motoi 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tan* 
vehicles from Ashland, Ky., to points i 
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California. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Mapleton, 
Ill. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1219), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
liquid chemicals , in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Pottstown, Pa., to points in 
Indiana. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Akron, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1220), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Dry 
Portland cement, and dry motor cement , 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and in bags, 
from Fultonham, Ohio, (1) to points in 
Chautaukua County, N.Y. (Middle- 
branch, Ohio) \ and (2) to points, in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, and Rhode Island (Nazareth, 
Pa.) # , The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by as¬ 
terisks above. 


No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1221), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry cement, in bulk, from Paines- 
viile, Ohio, to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, and New Jersey. 

The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Nazareth, Pa. 


No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1222), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, in bulk, from Painesville, 
Ohio, to points in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Maine, New Hampshire, and 
Vermont. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Alsen, N.Y. 


No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1223), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200 , Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry cement, from 
Alsen, N.Y., to points in Delaware and 
Maryland. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Nazareth, Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1224), filed 
rrj* ^ 1974 - Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien. Au¬ 


thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry cement, from 
Howes Cave, N.Y., to points in Delaware 
and Maryland. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Hayareth, 
Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1225), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Nickel plating solutions and liquid fluo¬ 
ride compounds, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Cleveland, Ohio, to points in Illinois 
and Wisconsin. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of the plant 
site of the B. F. Goodrich Co., in Milan 
Township, Allen County, Ind. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1227), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Nitrating acid, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Gibbstown, 
N.J., to points in West Virginia. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Falling Waters, W. Va. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1228), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Spent 
nitrating acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in West Virginia to Dibbs- 
town, N.J. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Falling Waters, 
W. Va. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1229), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Coal 
tar products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in New Jersey to points in 
Illinois. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
and Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1230), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to pperate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Vinyl 
pyridine, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Indianapolis, Ind., to points in South 
Carolina. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 113459 (Sub-No. E75), filed 
May 31,1974. Applicant: H. J. JEFFRIES 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 94850, 


Oklahoma City, Okla. 73109. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert A. Fisher (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Self - 
propelled articles, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more, and related machinery, 
tools, parts, and supplies, when moving in 
connection therewith; (2) Machinery, 
equipment, materials, and supplies, used 
in, or in connection with, the discovery, 
development, production, refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products. or used in or in connection with 
the construction, operation, repair, 
servicing, maintenance, and dismantling 
of pipe lines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof; (3) Commodities, 
the transportation of which because of 
size or weight require the use of special 
equipment; (4) Parts of commodities au¬ 
thorized in (3) above either when inci¬ 
dental to the transportation of such com¬ 
modities, or when transported as sepa¬ 
rate and unrestricted shipments; and (5) 
Earth drilling machinery and equipment, 
and machinery, equipment, materials, 
supplies, and pipe incidental to, used in, 
or in connection with (a) the transpor¬ 
tation, installation, removal, operation, 
repair, servicing, maintenance, and dis¬ 
mantling of drilling machinery and 
equipment, (b) the completion of holes 
or wells drilled, (c) the production, stor¬ 
age, and transmission of commodities re¬ 
sulting from drilling operations at well 
or hole sites, and (d) the injection or re¬ 
moval of commodities into or from holes 
or wells, between New Orleans, La., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in that part of Arkansas on and within 
a line beginning at Russellville, thence 
along Arkansas Highway 7 to junction 
U.S. Highway 270, thence, along U.S. 
Highway 270 to junction U.S. Highway 
67, thence along U.S. Highway 67 to 
junction U.S. Highway 167, thence along 
U.S. Highway 167 to junction Arkansas 
Highway 25, thence along Arkansas 
Highway 25 to junction Arkansas High¬ 
way 14, thence along Arkansas Highway 
14 to junction Arkansas Highway 9, 
thence along Arkansas Highway 9 to 
junction Arkansas Highway 95, thence 
along Arkansas Highway 95 to junction 
Arkansas Highway 124, thence along 
Arkansas Highway 124 to point of be¬ 
ginning. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in 
Texas. 

No. MC 113459 (Sub-No. E80), filed 
May 6, 1974. Applicant: H. J. JEFFRIES 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 94850, 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73109. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert A. Fisher (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Self- 
propelled articles, each weighing 15,000 
pounds or more, and related machinery, 
tools, parts, and supplies when moving in 
connection therewith; and (2) Com¬ 
modities, the transportation of which, by 
reason of size or weight, require the use 
of special equipment or handling (except 
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machinery, equipment, materials, and 
supplies used in, or in connection with, 
the discovery, development, production, 
refining, manufacture, processing, stor¬ 
age. transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and by-products, or used in. or 
in connection with, the construction, 
operation, repair, servicing, maintenance, 
and dismantling of pipe line, including 
the stringing and picking up thereof), 
(a) between points in that part of Mich¬ 
igan on and east of a line beginning at 
the Michigan-Wisconsin State line, 
thence along Michigan Highway 95 to 
junction UB. Highway 41, thence along 
U.S. Highway 41 to Lake Superior, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Colorado: and (b) between points in the 
Lower Peninsula of Michigan, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in 
Wyoming. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Sterling. 
Ohio, and points in Kansas. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E855), filed 
6/4/74. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 
FOOD EXPRESS, 316 Summer Street. 
Boston, Mass. 02210. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Lawrence T. Sheils (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, between the District of Columbia, 
on the one hand, and. on the other, Nor¬ 
way, Mich., and points in that part of 
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan on, 
north, and west of a line beginning at 
Lake Superior and extending along U S. 
Highway 41 to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 95. thence along Michigan Highway 
95 to the Wisconsin-Michigan State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Elmira. N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E856), filed 
6/4/74. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 
FOOD EXPRESS. 316 Summer Street, 
Boston, Mass. 02210. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: Lawrence T. Sheils (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Philadelphia, Pa., to points 
in that part of Ohio on, east, and north 
of a line beginning at Lake Erie at San¬ 
dusky and extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 6 to Fremont, thence along U.S. 
Highway 20 to the Ohio-Pennsylv&nia 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Bub-No. E857), filed 
6/4/74. Ap plicant: REFRIGERATED 
FOOD EXPRESS, 316 Summer Street, 
Boston. Mass. 02210. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Lawrence T. Shells (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from points In that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania on and west of UB. Highway 
15 to points in Vermont. New Hampshire, 
and that part of Maine on and south of 
Maine Highway 25. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E858), filed 
6/4/74. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 


FOOD EXPRESS, 316 Summer Street, 
Boston. Mass. 02210. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: LawTence T. Sheils (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a com 77i07i carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Pittston, Pa., to Ogdensburg. 
N.Y., and points in that part of New 
York on. west, and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the New York-Pennsylvania 
State line and extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to junction New York Highway 
17. thence along New York Highway 17 
to Lake Erie. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Elmira. 
N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E860), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston. Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: LawrenceT. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods . from points in that 
part of Pennsylvania on and east of U.S. 
Highway 15 to points in Arkansas. Colo¬ 
rado, Kansas. Minnesota. Nebraska, and 
Oklahoma. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Dundee. N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E863), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston. Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Pittston, Pa., to 
Bristol, Va., and points in that portion 
of West Virginia on and south of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-West Virginia 
State line and extending along UB. High¬ 
way 19 to junction Interstate Highway 
77, thence along Interstate Highway 77 
to the West Virginia-Ohio State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E864) filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Seabrook, NJ H 
to points In that portion of Arkansas 
on, north, and west of a line beginning at 
the Arkansas-Missouri State line north 
and extending along U.S. Highway 61 to 
junction Arkansas Highway 18, thence 
along Arkansas Highway 18 to Jones¬ 
boro, thence along Arkansas Highway 
39 to junction Interstate Highway 46, 
thence along Interstate Highway 40 to 
Junction Arkansas Highway 18. thence 
along Arkansas Highway 33 to junction 
Arkansas Highway 130, thence along 
Arkansas Highway 130 to Junction Ar¬ 
kansas Highway 1. thence along Arkan¬ 
sas Highway 1 to junction Arkansas 
Highway 54, thence along Arkansas 
Highway 54 to junction U.S. Highway 65, 
thence along U.S. Highway 65 to the Ar¬ 
kansas-Louisiana State line. Hie pur¬ 


pose of tins filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E865), filed 

June 4. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as & common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Chambersburg, 
Pa., to points in that portion of New 
Hampshire on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at the New Hampshire-Vermont 
State line and extending along New 
Hampshire Highway 12/103 to Clare¬ 
mont, thence along New Hampshire 
Highway 11/103 to junction New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 11, thence along New 
Hampshire Highway 11 to junction US. 
Highway 3, thence along UB. Highway 3 
to junction New Hampshire Highway 25, 
thence along New Hampshire Highway 
25 to the New Hampshire-Maine State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E866), filed 
June 4. 1974 . Ap plicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, from North Brunswick. 
N. J„ to points in that portion of Pennsyl¬ 
vania on, west, and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohio-Fennsylvania State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 6 to 
Meadville, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 77 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 27, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 27 to junction UB. Highway 6, 
thence along UB. Highway 6 to Warren, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 59 
to junction U.S. Highway 6. thence along 
UB. Highway 6 to junction UB. High¬ 
way 15. thence along UB. Highway 15 to 
the Pennsylvania-New York State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E867>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as & common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, from North Brunswick. 
NJL to points in that portion of Ken¬ 
tucky on and west of UB. Highway 431. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E868). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, from North Brunswick, 
N.J., to points In that portion of Ken¬ 
tucky on and west of Interstate Highway 
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75. The purpose of tills filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E869), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen food, from North Brunswick, 
N.J., to Springfield, Ohio, and points in 
that portion of Ohio on, north, and west 
of a line beginning at the Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania State line and extending along In¬ 
terstate Highway 90 to Cleveland, thence 
along Interstate Highway 71 to junction 
Ohio Highway 95. thence along Ohio 
Highway 95 to Marion, thence along 
Ohio Highway 739 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 47, thence along Ohio Highway 47 
to Bellefontaine, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 68 to the Ohio-Kentucky State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E870), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 

ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from North Bruns¬ 
wick, N.J., to (1) points in that portion of 
New York on and west of New York High¬ 
way 14; and (2) that portion of New 
York on, north, and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at Lake Ontario and extending 
along New York Highway 104 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 11, thence along U.S. 
Highway 11 to junction New York High¬ 
way 68, thence along New York Highway 
68 to Ogdensburg, and the St. Lawrence 
River. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E871), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 

ERATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover, Pa., to 
points in that portion of Vermont on 
and north of U.S. Highway 2. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E872), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover. Pa., to 
Points in that part of Vermont on and 
^njth of U.S. Highway 2. The purpose of 
mis filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E874), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 


Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence T. 
Sheils (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods , from Hanover, Pa., to 
Calais, Maine, and points in Aroostook 
County, Maine. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of El¬ 
mira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E875), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover, Pa., to 
points in that portion of Oklahoma on 
and west of Interstate Highway 55. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E876), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, from Corinna, Maine, 
to points in Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas, and Wis¬ 
consin. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Westfield, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E877), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, from Houlton, Maine, 
to points in Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Kentucky, 
Nebraska. Oklahoma, Texas, and Wis¬ 
consin. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Westfield, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E878), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, from Green Bay and Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
' of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E879), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, from Caribou, Maine, 
to points in Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri, 


Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas, and Wis¬ 
consin. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Westfield, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E880), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass.. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods , between Green Bay 
and Milwaukee, Wis., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Elmira, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E881), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street. Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, frozen berries, and 
frozen vegetables, from points in Massa¬ 
chusetts. Connecticut, and Rhode Island, 
to points in Arkansas. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Geneva, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E882), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, frozen berries, and 
frozen vegetables, from points in Massa¬ 
chusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, 
to points in Colorado. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Geneva. N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E883>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen fruits, frozen berries, and frozen 
vegetables, from points in Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, and Rhode Island, to 
Springfield, Ill., Louisville, Ky., Kenosha, 
Wis., Kansas City, and Vinita Park, Mo. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E884), filed 
J une 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen juices, frozen berries, and 
frozen vegetables, from points in Massa¬ 
chusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island 
to points in Minnesota. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Geneva, N.Y. 
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No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E885), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS. INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston. Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, frozen berries, and 
frozen vegetables, from points in Massa¬ 
chusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, 
to points in Kansas. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Geneva, N.Y. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E886 ). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. Sheils 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen fruits, frozen berries, and 
frozen vegetables, from points in Massa¬ 
chusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, 
to points in Iowa. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Geneva. N.Y. 

No. MC 116626 (Sub-No. E2>, filed 
May 14. 1974. Applicant* C. W. Eanes, 
R.F.D. 1, Box 1, Gretna, Va. 24557. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Edward G. Vil- 
lalon. Suite 1032, Pennsylvania Bldg., 
Washington. D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, rough and dressed 
(except plywood and veneer), (1) from 
points in Pennsylvania to points in North 
Carolina on and west of U.S. Highway 
1, (2) from points in Pennsylvania on and 
west of a line beginning at the Maryland- 
Pennsylvania State line and extending 
along Interstate Highway 70 to junction 
Interstate Highway 76, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 76 to junction U.S. 
Highway 522, thence along U.S. Highway 
522 to junction U.S. Highway 15, thence 
along US. Highway 15 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New York State line to points in 
that part of North Carolina bounded by 
a line beginning at the North Carolina- 
Virgin! a State line and extending along 
Interstate Highway 95 to junction U.S. 
Highway 301, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 301 to junction North Carolina 
Highway 43. thence along North Carolina 
Highway 43 to junction North Carolina 
Highway 11. thence along North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 11 to junction UJS. High¬ 
way 70, thence along U.S. Highway 70 
to the Atlantic Ocean, thence along the 
coastline to the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line, thence along the 
North Carolina-South Carolina State 
line to U.S. Highway 1. thence along U.S. 
Highway 1 to the North Carollna- 
Viiginia State line, thence along North 
Carolina-Virginia State line to the point 
of beginning, (3) from points in Mary¬ 
land (except points east of the Chesa¬ 
peake Bay and the Susquehanna River) 
to points in that part of North Carolina 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-North Carolina State line and 
extending along Interstate Highway 85 
to junction U.S. Highway 1 at or near 


Henderson, thence along U8. Highway 
1 to junction North Carolina Highway 
50 at Raleigh, thence along North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 50 to junction Interstate 
Highway 95, thence along Interstate 
Highway 95 to the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line. (4) from points in 
that part of Maryland east of the Chesa¬ 
peake Bay and the Susquehanna River 
to points in that part of North Carolina 
on and west of U.S. Highway 220. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of any point in that part of 
Virginia bounded by a line beginning at 
Bluefield, W. Va.-Va., and extending 
along U.S. Highway 21 to the Virginia- 
North Carolina State line, thence along 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line 
to junction UB. Highway 15. thence 
along UB. Highway 15 to junction U.S. 
Highway 60 at Sprouses Comer. Va., 
thence along U.S. Highway 60 to the 
Virginia-West Virginia State line, thence 
along the Virginia-West Virginia State 
line to Bluefield, point of beginning, in¬ 
cluding points on the indicated portions 
of the highways specified. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E149), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Budding materials used in the man¬ 
ufacture and distribution of windows, 
doors, and building woodwork, from 
Clarksburg. W.Va., to points in Minne¬ 
sota, South Dakota, Nebraska, that part 
of Kansas in and west of Phillips, Rooks, 
Trego. Ness, Finney, Gray, and Seward 
Counties, and Gogebic, Ontonagon, 
Houghton, and Keweenaw Counties, 
Mich. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E150). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT. INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Conduit and pipe used as a building 
material (except iron and steel articles), 
from the plantsite of Orangeburg Manu¬ 
facturing Company in Roots town Town¬ 
ship in Portage County, Ohio, to points 
in Nebraska and Kansas. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Warren. Ill. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E153). filed 
6/4/74. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., South Haven Square. Val¬ 
paraiso. Indiana 46383. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert W. Sawyer (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Building 
materials used in the manufacture and 
distribution of windows, doors, and build¬ 
ing woodwork from Gardner. Mass., to 
points in Minnesota, South Dakota. Ne¬ 
braska, Kansas, and the Upper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan (except points east of 
U.S. Highway 41). The purpose of this 


filing is to eliminate the gateway of Du¬ 
buque, Iowa, and Warren, Ill. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E154). filed 
6/4/74. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square. Val¬ 
paraiso. Indiana 46383. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert W. Sawyer (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel pipe and conduit (except oilfield 
commodities as described in Mercer Ex¬ 
tension—Oil Field Commodities. 74 MCC 
459) used as a building material, from 
the plant site and warehouse facilities 
of Allied Tube and Conduit Corp., at 
Chicago. HI., to points in Nebraska. Kan¬ 
sas. and Georgia and Ontonagon Coun¬ 
ties, Michigan, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at the above-named plantsite. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Wisconsin 
within the Warren, HI., Commercial 
Zone. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E156>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANPSORT, INC.. South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert W. 
Sawyer (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Building mate¬ 
rials used In the manufacturing and dis¬ 
tribution of windows, doors, and build¬ 
ing woodwork (except lumber, iron and 
steel, and iron and steel articles) from 
Dallas. Texas, to points in Michigan, 
Pennsylvania, that part of Indiana on 
and north of U.S. Highway 30, and that 
part of Ohio north of UB. Highway 36. 
restricted against the transportation of 
commodities which because of size or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment or special handling. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Dubuque, Iowa, and Warren. HI. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E158), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC.. South Haven 
Square. Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert W. Saw¬ 
yer (same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials from East St. 
Louis, HI., to points in the Upper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan (except points in 
Schoolcraft, Luce, Mackinac, and Chip¬ 
pewa Counties). The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of War¬ 
ren, HI. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E159>. filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert W. Saw¬ 
yer (same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials used in the man¬ 
ufacture and distribution of windows* 
doors, and building woodwork (except 
lumber, iron and steel, and iron and 
steel articles) from Fort Worth. Tex., 
to points in Michigan, Pennsylvania, that 
part of Indiana on and north of Indiana 
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Highway 14, and that part of Ohio on 
and north of U.S. Highway 30 and 30N, 
restricted against the transportation of 
commodities which, because of size or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment or special handling. Hie purpose 
of tills filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Dubuque, Iowa, and Warren, HI. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E160), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven Square 
Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert W. Sawyer (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Building 
materials used in the manufacture and 
distribution of windows, doors, and build¬ 
ing woodwork from Cumberland, Md., to 
points in Minnesota. South Dakota, Ne¬ 
braska (Except Nemaha, Pawnee and 
Richardson Counties), that part of Kan¬ 
sas in and west of Washington, Cloud, 
Lincoln. Barton, Stafford, Kingman, and 
Harper Counties, and Gogebic County, 
Mich., restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of commodities which, because of 
size or weight, require the use of special 
equipment or special handling. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Dubuque, Iowa, and Warren, HI. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E161). filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Composition board, from Natchez, 
Miss., to points in Rock Island, Henry, 
Whiteside, Lee, Ogle, Carroll, Jo Daviess, 
Stephenson, Winnebago, Boone, Mc¬ 
Henry. and Lake Counties, Ill. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E162), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert W. 
Sawyer (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Building 
materials, from Joliet, HI., to points in 
Nebraska. Kansas, Gogebic, and Ontona¬ 
gon Counties, Mich. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of War¬ 
ren. Ill. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E163), filed 
•June 4. 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC.. South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing’ Glass glazing units used as a build¬ 
ing material, from Mason City, Iowa, to 
Warren, Ill., restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of shipments originating at the 
Plant and warehouse sites of Libbey- 
Owens-Ford Company at the above- 
named origin. The purpose of this filing 
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is to eliminate the gateway of East Du¬ 
buque, Iowa. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E164>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Robert W. Saw¬ 
yer (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber and flooring used as a build¬ 
ing material from the plant site of Birm¬ 
ingham Forest Products, Inc., at Cor¬ 
dova, Ala., to points in South Dakota, 
Minnesota, and the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan (except Mackinac County). 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Warren, Ill. 

No. MC 124073 (Sub-No. E40>, filed 
May 27, 1974. Applicant: 8CHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO.. 611 South 28th St., 
Milwaukee, Wise. 53246. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Richard H. Prevette (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chemicals, dry, in bulk, from North 
Charleston. S.C., to points in Alabama 
(except points in Russell, Macon, Bar¬ 
bour, Bullock, Montgomery. Lowndes, 
Pike, Crenshaw, Butler, Henry, Dale. 
Coffee, Covington, Conecuh, Escambia. 
Geneva, and Houston Counties), points 
in Kentucky in and west of Gallatin, 
Owen. Franklin, Anderson, Washington, 
Marion, Taylor. Adair, Russell, and Clin¬ 
ton Counties. Illinois (except East St. 
Louis, Ill., and points in its Commercial 
Zone as defined by the Commission), 
Wisconsin. Indiana, Texas (except 
points in Chambers, Montgomery, Har¬ 
ris, Fort Bend, Galveston, Liberty, and 
Brazoria Counties), Missouri (except St. 
Louis and points in its Commercial Zone 
as defined by the Commission). Tennes¬ 
see in and west of Campbell, Anderson, 
Loudon, Monroe, and Polk Counties, Mis¬ 
sissippi, Arkansas, and Louisiana. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Bartow County Ga. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission between 
points in Horry County, S.C., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
Mexico on, north, and west of a line from 
the Texas-New Mexico State line along 
U.S. Highway 380 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 285, thence along U.S. Highway 
380 to the Texas-New Mexico State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Canadian 
County, Okla., points in Barton, Dade, 
Cedar, and Greene Counties. Mo., and 
points in Indiana, south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E4), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
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TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street P.O. Box 
81849 Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points In South Carolina, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
Mexico on, north, and west of a line from 
the Texas-New Mexico State line along 
U.S. Highway 380 to the junction of UH. 
Highway 285, thence along U.S. Highway 
285 to the Texas-New Mexico State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Canadian 
County, Okla.. points in Barton, Dade, 
Cedar, and Greene Counties, Mo., and 
points in Indiana south of UJS. Highway 
40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E5). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission between 
points in New Mexico on, east, and north 
of a line from the Colorado-New Mexico 
State line along Interstate Highway 25 
to the junction of U.S. Highway 84, 
thence along U.S. Highway 84 to the 
junction of Interstate Highway 40, thence 
along Interstate Highway 40 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 84, thence along 
U S. Highway 84 to the New Mexico- 
Texas State line on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Tennessee east of 
a line from the Kentrucky-Tennessee 
State line along Alternate U.S. Highway 
41 to the junction of U.S. Highway 64. 
thence along U.S. Highway 64 to the 
junction of Tennessee Highway 97. 
thence along Tennessee Highway 97 to 
the Tennessee-Alabama State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County. 
Okla., points in Barton, Dade. Cedar, and 
Greene Counties, Mo., and points in In¬ 
diana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. 128741 (Sub-No. E6>, filed June 4. 
1974. Applicant: AMERICAN TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. INC., P.O. 
Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: A. J. Swanson, 521 
South 14th Street. P.O. Box 81849, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission between Roswell and Carls¬ 
bad, N. Mex., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Tennessee on and 
east of Tennessee Highway 56. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., points in Burton, Dade, Cedar, and 
Greene Counties, Mo., and points in Indi¬ 
ana south of U.S. Highway 40. 
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No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E7). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods as 
defined by the Commission, between 
Hobbs, N. Mex., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Tennessee on and 
east of U.S. Highway 27. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
points in Canadian County, Okla., points 
in Jasper County, Mo., on and north of 
U.S. Highway 66, and points in Indiana 
south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in New Mexico on and west of a 
line from the Colorado-New Mexico State 
line along U.S. Highway 85 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 84, thence along 
U.S. Highway 84 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 66, thence along U.S. Highway 
66 to the junction of U.S. Highway 54, 
thence along U.S. Highway 54 to the New 
Mexico-Texas State line on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Tennessee on 
and east of the Tennessee River. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., points in Jasper County, Mo., on 
and north of U.S. Highway 66 and points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E9), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods as 
defined by the Commission, between 
points in Wisconsin on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New Mexico on 
and south of U.S. Highway 66. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., and points in Jasper County, Mo., 
on and north of U.S. Highway 66. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E10>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in New Mexico on and north of 
U.S. Highway 66, on the one hand, and, 


on the other, points in Wisconsin on, east, 
and south of a line from the IUinois- 
Wisconsin State line along U.S. Highway 
45 to the junction of Wisconsin Highway 
64, thence along Wisconsin Highway 64 to 
the Wisconsin-Michigan State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., and points in Jasper County, Mo., 
on and north of U.S. Highway 66. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr % 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission be¬ 
tween points in New York on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Okla¬ 
homa. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in Jas¬ 
per County, Mo., on and north of U.S. 
Highway 66 and points in Indiana, south 
of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr., 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in New York on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in South 
Dakota on and west of South Dakota 
Highway 73. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Arnold, 
Nebr., and points within 40 miles thereof 
and points in Indiana south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E14), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission be¬ 
tween points in New York on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Texas 
on and west of U.S. Highway 75. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., points in Jasper County, Mo., on 
and north of U.S. Highway 66, and points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E15), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr, 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion between points in Wisconsin on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New York on and east of U.S. Highway 


14. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of points in Indiana 
south of U.S. Highway 40. 


No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E16), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. j. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in North Carolina 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Ohio on and west of a line from 
the Kentucky-Ohio State line along U.S. 
Highway 27 to the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 127, thence along U.S. Highway 127 
to the Ohio-Michigan State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 


No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in North Carolina 
on and east of U.S. Highway 21 on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Oklahoma on and west of a line from 
the Kansas-Oklahoma State line along 
U.S. Highway 69 to the junction of Inter¬ 
state Highway 40, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 40 to the junction U.S. 
Highway 75, thence along U.S. Highway 
75 to the Oklahoma-Texas State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Jasper County, 
Mo., on and north of U.S. Highway 66 
and points in Indiana south of U.S. 
Highway 40. 


No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E18>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in North Carolina 
on and west of U.S. Highway 21. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points m 
Oklahoma, on and west of a line from 
the Kansas-Oklahoma State line along 
U.S. Highway 69 to the junction of Inter¬ 
state Highway 40, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 40 to the junction of 
Highway 81, thence along U.S. High'yj 
81 to the Texas-Oklahoma State me. 
The purpose of this filing is to elimina 
the gateways of points in Jasper Coun y, 
Mo., on and north of U.S. Highway 
and points in Indiana south of u. . 
Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E19). fi^ 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMEKicw 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINE . 
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INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
685oi- Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in North Carolina, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
South Dakota on and west of South 
Dakota Highway 37. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Arnold, Nebr., and points within 40 miles 
thereof, and points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E20), filed 
June 4. 1874. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in North Carolina, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Texas on, west, and north of a line from 
the Oklahoma-Texas State line along 
U.S. Highway 62 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 83, thence along U.S. Highway 
83 to the junction of U.S. Highway 180, 
thence along U.S. Highway 180 to the 
junction of Texas Highway 350, thence 
along Texas Highway 350 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 80, thence along 
U.S. Highway 80 to the United States- 
Mexico Boundary line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points In Canadian County, Okla., 
points in Jasper Comity, Mo., and points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E21), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC.. P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in North Carolina on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Wisconsin. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E22), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., p.o. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in Ohio on the one hand, 
ana, on the other, points in Oklahoma, 
nie purpose of this filing Is to eliminate 
ine gateway of points in Jasper County, 
M o., on and north of US. Highway 66. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E23), filed 
4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC * Po - Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 


68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion. between Cincinnati, Ohio, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Pennsylvania. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E24>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in South Carolina on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Ohio on and west of a line from the 
Kentucky-Ohio State line along U.S. 
Highway 27 to the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 127, thence along U.S. Highway 127 
to the Ohio-Michigan State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Indiana south of 
US. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E25), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in South Dakota on and 
west of the Missouri River, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ohio. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Arnold, Nebr., and points 
within 40 miles thereof. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E26), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES., 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
•irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in Tennessee on and west 
of U.S. Highway 41, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Ohio (except 
points in Adams, Scioto, Pike, Jackson, 
Lawrence, and Gallia Counties). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E27), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in Ohio, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Texas. 


The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E28), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street. P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between Bryon, 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Bristol. Va. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E29), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between Cin¬ 
cinnati. Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Virginia Beach, Va. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of points in Indiana south of U.S. 
Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E30), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
Bryan, Ohio, on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in West Virginia on and 
south of U.S. Highway 60 and Marlin ton, 
W. Va. The purpose of this filing Is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in In¬ 
diana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E31), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Oklahoma, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Jasper 
County, Mo., on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 66 and points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 110525 <6ub-No. E32), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., 
P.O. Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas J. 
O’Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
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by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods , as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in South Carolina, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Oklahoma on, 
north, and west of a line from the Mis- 
souri-Oklahoma State line along Inter¬ 
state Highway 44 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 81, thence along U.S. Highway 
81 to the Texas-Oklahoma State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Jasper County, 
Mo., on and north of U.S. Highway 66 
and points in Indiana south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E33>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Neb®. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Harding, Perkins, Butte, Meade, 
Lawrence, Pennington, Custer, Shannon, 
and Pall River Counties, S. Dak., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Oklahoma, on and east of a line from 
the Kansas-Oklahoma State line along 
U.S. Highway 75 to the Indian Nation 
Turnpike, thence along the Indian Na¬ 
tion Turnpike to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 271, thence along U.S. Highway 
271 to the Texas-Oklahoma State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Arnold, Nebr., and points 
within 40 miles thereof and points in 
Jasper County, Mo., on and north of U.S. 
Highway 66. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E34), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. 521 South 14th Street. P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Oklahoma on. west, and north 
of a line from the Missouri-Oklahoma 
State line along U.S. Highway 66 to the 
junction of U.S. Highway 81, thence 
along U.S. Highway 81 to the Texas- 
Oklahoma State line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Tennessee 
on and east of a line from the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line along Tennessee 
Highway 42 to the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 70N, thence along U.S. Highway 70N 
to the junction of U.S. Highway 11, 
thence along U.S. Highway 11 to the 
junction of Tennessee Highway 60. 
thence along Tennessee Highway 60 to 
the Tennessee-Georgia State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Jasper County, Mo., 
on and north of U.S. Highway 66, and 
points in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 
40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E35), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 


INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in West Virginia, 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina. 
Ohio, New York, and Pennsylvania on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Montana south of U.S. Highway 12 
within 150 miles of Spearfish, S. Dak. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Spearfish, S. Dak., and 
points within 16 miles thereof, Arnold, 
Nebr., and points within 40 miles thereof, 
and points in Indiana south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E36), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by Household goods, as 
defined by the Commission, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Mon¬ 
tana south of U.S. Highway 12 within 
150 miles of Spearfish, S. Dak. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Arnold, Nebr., and points 
within 40 miles thereof and points in In¬ 
diana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E37), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Texas on and south of U.S. 
Highway 66 and on and west of U.S. 
Highway 75, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Minnesota on and 
east of a line from the Iowa-Minnesota 
State line along Minnesota Highway 15 to 
the junction of Minnesota Highway 23, 
thence along Minnesota Highway 23 to 
the junction of Minnesota Highway 65, 
thence along Minnesota Highway 65 to 
the junction of U.S. Highway 71, thence 
along U.S. Highway 71 to the United 
States-Canada International Boundary 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateways of points in Canadian 
County, Okla., and points in Jasper 
County, Mo., on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 66. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E38), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods , as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in Virginia, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Choctaw, McCurtaln, Pushmataha, and 


LePlore Counties. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Jasper County, Mo., on and 
north of U.S. Highway 66 and points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway Mo. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E39), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. j! 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in Oklahoma, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in West 
Virginia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in Jas¬ 
per County, Mo., and points in Indiana 
South of U.S. Highway Mo. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E40), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in Wisconsin, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Okla¬ 
homa on and east of U.S. Highway 83. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Jasper County, 
Mo., on and north of U.S. Highway 66. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.74-23961 Piled 10-ll-74;8:45 ami 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 

October 9, 1974. 

An application, as summarized below, 
has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of Section 4 of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the ap¬ 
plication to maintain higher rates and 
charges at intermediate points than 
those sought to be established at more 
distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of 
Practice (49 CPR 1100.40) and filed on 
or before October 30,1974. 

FSA No. 42885—Welding Wire and Rods 
from Troy, Ohio. Piled by Southwestern 
Freight Bureau. Agent (No. B-483), for in¬ 
terested rail carriers. Rates on welding wire 
and welding rods, flux coated, in carloads, as 
described In the application, from Troy, Ohio, 
to points in Louisiana and Texas. 

Grounds for relief—Rate relationship. 

Tariff—Supplement 79 to Southwestern 
Freight Bureau, Agent, tariff 301-F. l cc * 
No. 5098. Rates are published to become 
effective on November 9,1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

I FR Doc.74-23960 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 
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(Notice No. 170] 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October 15,1974. 

Synopses of orders entered by the Mo¬ 
tor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a), 211, 
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below: 

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27, 
1972, contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect 
on the quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of the applica¬ 
tion. As provided in the Commission’s 
Special Rules of Practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings on or before October 4, 1974. 
Pursuant to section 17(8) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, the filing of such 
a petition will postpone the effective date 
of the order in that proceeding pending 
its disposition. The matters relied upon 
by petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with partcularity. 

No. MC-FC-75346. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 8, 1974 the Motor Carrier Board ap¬ 
proved that transfer to Thomas W. Stan¬ 
field, doing business as Stanfield Truck¬ 
ing Company, Union. Iowa, of Certificate 
No. MC 117255 Sub 3 issued by the Com¬ 
mission December 12, 1973, to Iowa Re¬ 
frigerated Express, Incorporated, Al¬ 
toona, Iowa, authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of frozen foods from the facilities 
of Kitchens of Sara Lee at New Hamp¬ 
ton, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin. Thomas E. 
Leahy, Jr., Esq., 900 Hubbell Building, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC-FC-75389. By order entered 
10.8.74 the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to J-Gem Transportation, 


Inc.. Northridge, Calif., of the operating 
rights set forth in Permit No. MC 135056, 
issued October 16, 1972, to MJR Enter¬ 
prises, Torrance, Calif., authorizing the 
transportation of such merchandise as is 
usually dealt in by retail furniture stores, 
between points in California; between 
points in California, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (including Alaska but excluding 
Hawaii); and from Salt Lake City and 
Ogden, Utah, to points in Idaho, limited 
to a transportation service to be per¬ 
formed under a continuing contract, or 
contracts, with McMahon Furniture 
Company and Consolidated Foods Cor¬ 
poration, Gem Furniture Division. Don¬ 
ald Murchison, 9454 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 
400, Beverly Hills, Calif. 90212, attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-75391. By order entered 
10.8.74 the Motor Carrier Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Rheinschmidt Dis¬ 
tributing Company, a corporation, Dav¬ 
enport, Iowa, of the operating rights set 
forth in Permit No. MC 134284 (Sub-No. 
1), issued by the Commission January 29, 
1971, to Joseph A. Martin, Davenport, 
Iowa, authorizing the transportation of 
castings and patterns, between Durant, 
Iowa, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Illinois and Wisconsin, 
restricted to a transportation service to 
be performed under a continuing con¬ 
tract, or contracts, with Russelloy 
Foundry of Durant, Iowa. Kenneth F. 
Dudley. 611 Church St., P.O. Box 279, 
Ottumwa, Iowa 52501, practitioner for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-75396. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 3, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to William Lavin, 
doing business as Lavin Bros. Film De¬ 
livery Service. Chicago, HI., of the op¬ 
erating rights in Certificate No. MC 
61822 issued May 13, 1941, to Louis Lavin 
and William Lavin, a partnership, do¬ 
ing business as Lavin Bros. Film Deliv¬ 


ery Service, Chicago, Ill., authorizing 
the transportation of motion picture 
theatre supplies and accessories, between 
Chicago, Ill., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Illinois bounded by 
a line beginning at Chicago and extend¬ 
ing along Illinois Highway 42 to the 
Illinois-Wisconsin State Line and thence 
along the Illinois-Wisconsin State Line 
to junction U.S. Highway 41, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to junction Illi¬ 
nois Highway 42A, and thence along Il¬ 
linois Highway 42A to Chicago, includ¬ 
ing points on the indicated portions of 
the highways specified. Jerald A. Lavin, 
69 W. Washington Street, Suite 3310, 
Chicago, HI. 60602, attorney for 
applicants. 

(seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23957 Piled 10-ll-74;8:45 amj 
(Notice No. 169] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October 15,1974. 

Application filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a(b) in con¬ 
nection with transfer application under 
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49 
CFR Part 1132: 

No. MC-FC-75446. By application filed 
October 4, 1974, HERB MOORE AND 
HAZEL MOORE, doing business as H & H 
TRUCKING CO., 10360 N. Vancouver 
Way, Portland, OR 97211, seeks tempo¬ 
rary authority to lease the operating 
rights of GOLD COAST TRUCKING. 
INC., 319 SW. Pine. Portland, OR 97204. 
under section 210a(b). The transfer to 
HERB MOORE AND HAZEL MOORE, 
doing business as H & H TRUCKING CO., 
of the operating rights of GOLD COAST 
TRUCKING, INC., is presently pending. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-23950 Piled 10-11-74;8:45 am] 
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PROPOSED RULES 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Wage and Hour Division 
[ 29 CFR Parts 516, 570 ] 

EMPLOYMENT OF MINORS BELOW 
CERTAIN AGES 

Records; Proof of Age 

The Pair Labor Standards Act of 1938 
(52 Stat. 1060, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 201 
et seq.), as amended by the Fair Labor 
Standards Amendments of 1974 (Pub. L. 
93-259, 88 Stat. 55), makes provisions for 
additional restrictions on employment 
of minors in agriculture and for regula¬ 
tions requiring employers to obtain proof 
of age from young employees. To imple¬ 
ment the 1974 amendments, it is pro¬ 
posed to make certain changes in the 
recordkeeping requirements of 29 CFR 
Part 516 and to amend 29 CFR Part 570 
by revising Subparts A and B and pro¬ 
viding in Subpart B new requirements 
with respect to proof of age of young 
workers. Accordingly, the amendments 
set forth below are proposed pursuant to 
authority in sections 3(1), 11 (b), (c), 
and 12 (a), (c), and (d) of such Act as 
amended (29 U.S.C. 203(1); 211 (b), (c); 
212 (a), (c), (d)) and in Reorganization 
Plans Nos. 2 of 1946 (60 Stat. 1095, 5 
U.S.C. Appendix) and 6 of 1950 (64 Stat. 
1263, 5 U.S.C. Appendix). 

Interested persons may submit written 
comments, suggestions, data or argu¬ 
ments concerning the following proposals 
to the Administrator, Wage and Hour 
Division, U.S. Department of Labor. 
Washington, D.C. 20210, on or before 
November 14, 1974. 

Chapter V of Title 29 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is proposed to be 
amended as follows: 

PART 516—RECORDS TO BE KEPT BY 
EMPLOYERS 

1. Section 516.2 of Part 516 Is amended 
by revising paragraph (a) (3) to read as 
follows: 

§ 516.2 Employees subject to minimum 
wage or minimum wage and overtime 
provisions; section 6 or sections 6 
and 7(a) of the Act. 

(a) * • • 

(3) Date of birth. If under 19, with 
supporting records of proof of age as 
prescribed in paragraphs (c) and (d) of 
29 CFR 570.22. 

• • * • • 

(Secs. 3, 11, 12, 52 Stat. 1060, as amended, 
1066, as amended, 1067, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 
203,211,212) 

2. Section 516.33 of Part 516 is 
amended by revising paragraph (f) to 
read as follows: 

§ 516.33 Employees employed in agri¬ 
culture. 

• • • • • 

(f) Every employer (other than a par¬ 
ent or guardian standing in the place 
of a parent employing his own child or a 
child in his custody) who employs in 
agriculture any minor under 17 years of 
age shall maintain and preserve records 
containing the following data with re¬ 


spect to each and every such minor so 
employed: 

(1) Name in full: 

(2) Place where minor lives while em¬ 
ployed. If the minor’s permanent address 
is elsewhere, give both addresses: 

(3) Date of birth, with supporting rec¬ 
ords of proof of age as prescribed in 
paragraphs (c) and (d) of § 570.22; 

(4) Evidence in writing of any consent 
of the parent or person standing in place 
of the parent of the minor if such con¬ 
sent is required under section 13(c) of 
the Act for such employment of a minor 
of his or her age. 

(Secs. 3, 11, 12, 52 St&t. 1060, as amended, 
1066, as amended, 1067 as amended; 29 U.S.C. 
203, 211,212) 

PART 570—CHILD LABOR REGULATIONS, 
ORDERS AND STATEMENTS OF INTER¬ 
PRETATION 

3. The table of contents and Subparts 
A and B of Part 570 are revised to read 
as follows: 

Subpart A—General 

Sec. 

570.1 Definitions. 

570.2 Minimum age standards. 

Subpart B—Certificates and Proof of Age 

Certificates of Ace 

670.5 Authorized certificates and their 

effect. 

570.6 Contents and disposition of certifi¬ 

cate. 

570.7 Documentary evidence required lor 

Issuance of certificate. 

570.8 Federal certificates of age. 

570.9 States in which State certificates are 

accepted. 

570.10 Designation of the State of Alaska 

and the Territory of Ouam. 

570.11 Continued acceptability of certifi¬ 

cates. 

570.12 Revoked certificates. 

Proof of Ace 

570.21 Obligation of employer to obtain 

proof of age, generally. 

570.22 Requirements as to proof of age. 

570.23 Sanctions for violation of regula¬ 

tion. 

Provisions of Other Laws 
570.25 Effect on other laws. 

Provision for Revision 
570.27 Revision of this subpart. 


Subpart A—General 

Authority ; The provisions of this Subpart 
A issued under Secs. 3, 11, 12. 52 Stat. 1060, 
as amended, 1066, as amended, 1067, as 
amended; 29 U.S.C. 203, 211, 212. 

§ 570.1 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

(a) “Act” means the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938, as amended (52 
Stat. 1060, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 201- 
219). 

(b) “Oppressive child labor” means 
employment of a minor in an occupa¬ 
tion for which he does not meet the mini¬ 
mum age standards of the Act, as set 
forth in § 570.2 of this subpart. 

(c) “Oppressive child-labor age” 
means an age below the minimum age 
established under the Act for the occu¬ 


pation in which a minor is employed or 
in which his employment is contem¬ 
plated. 

(d) A “certificate of age” means a cer¬ 
tificate as provided in 5 570.5(a) (1) or 
(2) of tills part. 

(e) “Proof of age” means documenta¬ 
tion as provided in 5 570.22 of this part. 

(f) “Secretary” or “Secretary of 
Labor” means the Secretary of Labor, 
United States Department of Labor, or 
his authorized representative. 

(g) “Wage and Hour Division” means 
the Wage and Hour Division, Employ¬ 
ment Standards Administration, United 
States Department of Labor. 

(h) “Administrator” means the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Wage and Hour Divi¬ 
sion or hLs authorized representative. 

(i) “State agency” means any officer, 
executive department, board, bureau or 
commission of a State or any division or 
unit thereof authorized to take action 
with respect to the application of laws re¬ 
lating to minors. 

§ 570.2 Minimum age standards. 

(a) All occupations except in agricul¬ 
ture. (1) The Act, in section 3(1), sets 
a general 16-year minimum age which 
applies to all employment subject to its 
child labor provisions in any occupation 
other than in agriculture, with the fol¬ 
lowing exceptions: 

(1) The Act authorizes the Secretary 
of Labor to provide by regulation or by 
order that the employment of employees 
between the ages of 14 and 16 years in 
occupations other than manufacturing 
and mining shall not be deemed to con¬ 
stitute oppressive child labor, if and to 
the extent that the Secretary of Labor 
determines that such employment is con¬ 
fined to periods which will not interfere 
with their schooling and to conditions 
which will not interfere with their health 
and well-being (see Subpart C of this 
part); and 

(ii) The Act sets an 18-year minimum 
age with respect to employment in any 
occupation found and declared by the 
Secretary of Labor to be particularly 
hazardous for the employment of minors 
of such age or detrimental to their health 
or well-being (see Subpart E of this 
part). 

(2) The Act exempts from its mini¬ 
mum age requirements the employment 
by a parent of his own child, or by a per¬ 
son standing in place of a parent of a 
child in his custody, except In occupa¬ 
tions to which the 18-year age minimum 
applies and in manufacturing and min¬ 
ing occupations. 

(b) Occupations in agriculture. The 
Act sets a 16-year age minimum for em¬ 
ployment In agriculture during school 
hours for the school district in which the 
employed minor is living at the time, and 
also for employment in any occupation 
in agriculture that the Secretary of Labor 
finds and declares to be particularly 
hazardous except where such employee 
is employed by his parent or by a person 
standing in the place of his parent on a 
farm owned or operated by such parent 
or person (see Subpart E-l of this part). 
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There is a minimum age requirement of 
14 years generally for employment in 
agriculture outside school hours for the 
school district where such employee is 
living while so employed. However. (l)a 
minor 12 or 13 years of age may be so em¬ 
ployed with written consent of his parent 
or person standing in place of his parent, 
or may work on a farm where such parent 
or person is also employed, and (2) a 
minor under 12 years of age may be em¬ 
ployed by his parent or by a person 
standing in place of his parent on a farm 
owned or operated by such parent or 
person, or may be employed with consent 
of such parent or person on a farm 
where all employees are exempt from the 
minimum wage provisions by virtue of 
section 13(a)(6)(A) of the Act. 

Subpart B—Certificates and Proof of Age 

Authoeett: The provisions of this Subpart 
B issued under secs. 3. 11,12. 52 Stat. 1060, as 
amended, 1066, as amended, 1067, as 
amended; 29 U.S.C. 203. 211, 212. 

Certificates of Age 

§ 570.5 Authorized certificates and their 
effect* 

(a) To protect an employer from un¬ 
witting violation of the minimum age 
standards under the Act, section 3(1) 
of the Act provides that ‘‘oppressive child 
labor shall not be deemed to exist by 
virtue of the employment in any occupa¬ 
tion of any person with respect to whom 
the employer shall have on file an unex¬ 
pired certificate issued and held pursuant 
to regulations of the Secretary of Labor 
certifying that such person is above the 
oppressive child-labor age." The provi¬ 
sions of this subpart provide for age cer¬ 
tificates based on the best available 
documentary evidence of age. Certificates 
Issued and effective pursuant to this sub¬ 
part furnish an employer with proof of 
the age of a minor employee upon which 
he may rely In determining whether the 
minor is at least the minimum age for 
the occupation in which he is to be em¬ 
ployed. Such certificates obtained by an 
employer from his young employees can 
also satisfy the proof of age requirement 
of this subpart as provided in § 570.22. 

(b) The employment of any minor 
shall not be deemed to constitute oppres¬ 
sive child labor under the Act if his em¬ 
ployer shall have on file an unexpired 
certificate, issued and held In accord¬ 
ance with this subpart, w'hich shall be 
either: 

(1)A Federal certificate of age, issued 
by a person authorized by the Adminis¬ 
trator of the Wage and Hour Division 
showing that such minor is above the 
oppressive child-labor age applicable to 
the occupation in which he is employed, 

A State certificate, which may be in 
the form of and known as an age, em¬ 
ployment, or w orking certificate or per- 
init, issued by or under the supervision 
ofa State agency i n a State which has 
been designated for this purpose by the 
Administrator showing that such minor 
the oppressive child-labor age 
applicable to the occupation in which he 


is employed. States so designated are 
listed in § 570.9(a). Any such certificate 
shall have the force and effect specified 
in § 570.9. 

(c) The prospective employer of a 
minor, in order to protect himself from 
unwitting violation of the Act, should 
obtain a certificate (as specified in para¬ 
graphs (b) (1) and (2) of this section) 
for the minor if there is any reason to 
believe that the minor's age may be 
below the applicable minimum for the 
occupation in which he is to be employed. 
Such certificate should always be ob¬ 
tained where the minor claims to be 
only 1 or 2 years above the applicable 
minimum age for the occupation in 
which he is to be employed. It should also 
be obtained for every minor claiming to 
be older than 2 years above the appli¬ 
cable minimum age if his physical ap¬ 
pearance indicates that this may not be 
true. 

§ 570.6 Contents and disposition of cer¬ 
tificate* 

(a) Except as provided in §§ 570.9 and 
570.10, a certificate of age w r hich shall 
have the effect specified in § 570.5 shall 
contain the following information: 

(1) Name and address of minor. 

(2) Place and date of birth of minor, 
together with a statement indicating the 
evidence on which this is based. The 
place of birth need not appear on the 
certificate if it is obtained and kept on 
file by the person issuing the certificate. 

(3) Sex of minor. 

(4) Signature of minor. 

(5) Name and address of minor’s par¬ 
ent or person standing in place of parent. 
This information need not appear on 
the certificate if it is obtained and kept 
on file by the person Issuing the certif¬ 
icate. 

(6) Name and address of employer, if 
minor is under 18. 

(7) Industry of employer, if minor is 
under 18. 

(8) Occupation of minor, if minor is 
under 18. 

(9) Signature of issuing officer. 

(10) Date and place of issuance. 

(b) (1)A certificate of age for a minor 
under 18 years of age shall be sent by a 
person authorized to issue such certifi¬ 
cates to the prospective employer of the 
minor, who shall keep such certificate on 
file at the place of the minor’s employ¬ 
ment and who on the termination of the 
employment of the minor shall return the 
certificate to the person issuing It, ex¬ 
cept that a certificate issued for employ¬ 
ment in agriculture may be given to the 
minor. A certificate returned to the Is¬ 
suing officer may be accepted as proof of 
age for the Issuance of any subsequent 
certificate of age for that minor, without 
presentation of further proof of age. 
unless it is found that the proof of age 
originally submitted was in error. 

(2) Whenever a certificate of age is 
issued for a minor 18 or 19 years of age 
it may be given to the minor by the per¬ 
son issuing the certificate. Every minor 
18 or 19 years of age shall, upon entering 
employment, deliver his certificate of 


age to his employer for filing and upon 
the termination of the employment the 
employer shall return the certificate to 
the minor. 

§ 570.7 Documentary evidence required 
for issuance of certificate. 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in 
§§ 570.9 and 570.10, a certificate of age 
wrhich shall have the effect specified in 
§ 570.5 shall be issued only upon appli¬ 
cation of the minor desiring employment 
or of the prospective employer to the per¬ 
son authorized to issue such certificate 
and only after acceptable documentary 
evidence of age has been received, ex¬ 
amined, and approved. Such evidence 
shall consist of one of the fallowing 
proofs of age, to be required in the order 
of preference herein designated, as fol¬ 
lows: 

(1) A birth certificate or attested 
transcript thereof or a signed statement 
of the recorded date and place of birth, 
issued by a registrar of vital statistics or 
other officer charged with the duty of 
recording births. 

(2) A record of baptism or attested 
transcript thereof showing the date and 
place of birth and date and place of bap¬ 
tism of the minor, or a bona fide contem¬ 
porary record of the date and place of the 
minor’s birth kept in the Bible in which 
the records of the births in the family of 
the minor are preserved, or other docu¬ 
mentary evidence satisfactory to the Ad¬ 
ministrator. such as a passport showing 
the age of the minor, or a certificate of 
arrival in the United States issued by the 
United States immigration office and 
showing the age of the minor, or a life- 
insurance policy: Provided , That such 
other documentary evidence has been in 
existence at least 1 year prior to the time 
it is offered as evidence: And provided 
further , That a school record of age or 
an affidavit of a parent or a person 
standing in place of a parent, or other 
written statement of age shall not be 
accepted except as specified in para¬ 
graph (a) (3) of this section; 

(3) The school record or the school- 
census record of the age of the minor, 
together with the sworn statement of a 
parent or person standing in place of a 
parent as to the age of the minor and 
also a certificate signed by a physician 
specifying what in his opinion is the 
physical age of the minor. Such certifi¬ 
cate shall show the height and weight of 
the minor and other facts concerning his 
physical development which were re¬ 
vealed by such examination and upon 
which the opinion of the physician as to 
the physical age of the minor is based. 
If the school or school-census record of 
age is not obtainable, the sworn state¬ 
ment of the parent or person standing in 
place of a parent as to the date of birth 
of the minor, together with a physician’s 
certificate of age as hereinbefore speci¬ 
fied, may be accepted as evidence of age. 

(b) The officer issuing a certificate of 
age for a minor shall require the evidence 
of age specified in paragraph (a)(1) of 
this section in preference to that specified 
in paragraphs (a) (2) and (3) of this 
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section, and shall not accept the evidence 
of age permitted by either subsequent 
paragraph unless he shall receive and 
file evidence that reasonable efforts have 
been made to obtain the preferred evi¬ 
dence required by the preceding para¬ 
graph or paragraphs before accepting 
any subsequently named evidence: Pro¬ 
vided, That to avoid undue delay in the 
issuance of certificates, evidence specified 
in paragraph (a) (2) of this section may 
be accepted if a verification of birth has 
been requested but has not been received 
from the appropriate bureau of vital 
statistics. 

§ 570.8 Federal certificates of age. 

A Federal certificate of age which shall 
have the effect specified in § 570.5 shall 
be issued by a person authorized by the 
Administrator of the Wage and Hour Di¬ 
vision and shall be issued in accordance 
with the provisions of §§ 570.6 and 570.7. 

§ 570.9 States in which State certificates 
are accepted. 

(a) The States in which age, employ¬ 
ment, or working certificates or permits 
have been found by the Administrator 
to be issued by or under the supervision 
of a State agency substantially in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of §§ 570.6 and 
570.7 and which are designated as States 
in which certificates so issued shall have 
the force and effect specified in § 570.5, 
except as individual certificates may be 
revoked in accordance with § 570.11 of 


this subpart, are: 


Alabama. 

Montana. 

Arizona. 

Nebraska. 

Arkansas. 

Nevada. 

California. 

New Hampshire. 

Colorado. 

New Jersey. 

Connecticut. 

New Mexico. 

Delaware. 

New York. 

District of 

North Carolina. 

Columbia. 

North Dakota. 

Florida. 

Ohio. 

Georgia. 

Oklahoma. 

Hawaii. 

Oregon. 

Illinois. 

Pennsylvania. 

Indiana. 

Puerto Rico. 

Iowa. 

Rhode Island. 

Kansas. 

South Dakota. 

Kentucky. 

Tennessee. 

Louisiana. 

Utah. 

Maine. 

Vermont. 

Maryland. 

Virginia. 

Massachusetts. 

Washington. 

Michigan. 

West Virginia. 

Minnesota. 

Wisconsin. 

MlssourL 

Wyoming. 


(b) State certificates requiring condi¬ 
tions or restrictions additional to those 
required by this subpart shall not be 
deemed to be inconsistent herewith. 

(c) The designation of a State under 
this section shall have force and effect 
indefinitely unless withdrawal of such 
designation is deemed desirable for the 
effective administration of the Act. No 
withdrawal of the designation of a State 
under this section shall make any certif¬ 
icate invalid if it was issued by or under 
the supervision of a State agency as 
herein provided prior to such withdrawal. 

§ 570.10 Designation of the State of 
Alaska and the Territory of Guam. 

The State of Alaska and the Territory 
of Guam are designated as States in 


which any of the following documents 
shall have the same effect as Federal 
certificates of age as specified in § 570.5: 

(a) A birth certificate or attested 
transcript thereof, or a signed statement 
of the recorded date and place of birth 
issued by a registrar of vital statistics 
or other officer charged with the duty 
of recording births, or 

(b) A record of baptism or attested 
transcript thereof showing the date of 
birth of the minor, or 

(c) With respect to the State of 
Alaska, a statement on the census rec¬ 
ords of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and 
signed by an administrative representa¬ 
tive thereof showing the name, date of 
birth, and place of birth of the minor. 

§ 570.11 Continued acceptability of cer¬ 
tificates. 

(a) Whenever a person duly author¬ 
ized to make investigations under this 
Act shall obtain substantial evidence 
that the age of the minor as given on a 
certificate held by an employer subject 
to this Act is incorrect, he shall inform 
the employer and the minor of such 
evidence and of his intention to request 
through the appropriate channels that 
action be taken to establish the correct 
age of the minor and to determine the 
continued acceptability of the certifi¬ 
cate as proof of age under the Act. The 
said authorized person shall request in 
writing through the appropriate chan¬ 
nels that action be taken on the accept¬ 
ability of the certificate as proof of age 
under the Fair Labor Standards Act and 
shall state the evidence of age of the 
minor which he has obtained and the 
reasons for such request. A copy of this 
request shall be sent to the Administra¬ 
tor of the Wage and Hour Division for 
further handling through the State 
agency responsible for the issuance of 
certificates, except that in those States 
where Federal certificates of age are 
issued, action necessary to establish the 
correct age of the minor and to revoke 
the certificate if it Is found that the 
minor is under age shall be taken by the 
Administrator of the Wage and Hour 
Division or his designated representative. 

(b) The Administrator shall have final 
authority in those States in which State 
certificates are accepted as proof of age 
under the Act for determining the con¬ 
tinued acceptability of the certificate, 
and shall have final authority for such 
determination in those States in which 
Federal certificates of age are issued. 
When such determination has been 
made in any case, notice thereof shall 
be given to the employer and the minor. 
In those cases involving the continued 
acceptability of State certificates, the 
appropriate State agency and the official 
who issued the certificate shall also be 
notified. 

§ 570.12 Revoked certificates. 

A certificate which has been revoked 
as proof of age under the Act shall be 
of no force and effect under the Act after 
notice of such revocation. 


Proof of Age 

§ 570.21 Obligation of employer to ob¬ 
tain proof of age, generally. 

Subsection (d) added to section 12 of 
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, 
as amended, by the Fair Labor Standards 
Amendments of 1974 (Public Law 93- 
259, 88 Stat. 55). provides: “In order to 
carry out the objectives of this section, 
the Secretary may by regulation require 
employ era to obtain from any employee 
proof of age." The objectives of section 
12 include seeking to protect the safety, 
health, well-being, and opportunities for 
schooling of youthful workers, and to 
this end minimum ages for employment 
of young workers are prescribed as set 
forth in Subpart A of this part. The pro¬ 
visions of this Subpart B, in accordance 
with the foregoing, require employers to 
obtain proof of age from all employees 
under specified ages (in agriculture, 17; 
in other occupations, 19). 

§ 570.22 Requirement* a* (o proof of 
age. 

(a) An employer employing any em¬ 
ployee under 19 years of age in any oc¬ 
cupation other than agriculture, or un¬ 
der 17 years of age in agriculture, shall 
require proof of age of the employee. 

(b) “Proof of age" shall consist of one 
of the following: 

(1) A “certificate of age" issued pur¬ 
suant to this subpart. An acceptable “cer¬ 
tificate of age" furnishes an employer 
with proof of age of a minor employee 
on which he may rely for assurance that 
the minor is at least the minimum age 
for the occupation in which he is to be 
employed. Hie employment of any minor 
shall not be deemed to constitute oppres¬ 
sive child labor under the Act if his em¬ 
ployer shall have on file an unexpired 
certificate issued pursuant to and held 
in accordance with this subpart. 

(2) The best available documentary 
proof of age, from which the employer 
must determine that the minor is at 
least the minimum age for the occupa¬ 
tion in w'hich he is to be employed. The 
best available documentary evidence of 
age shall consist of one of the following 
proofs of age, to be required in the order 
of preference designated in paragraph 

(c), as follows: 

(i) A birth certificate or attested tran¬ 
script thereof or a signed statement of 
the recorded date and place of birth, is¬ 
sued by a registrar of vital statistics or 
other officers charged with the duty of 
recording births. 

(ii) A record of baptism or attested 
transcript thereof showing the date and 
place of birth and date and place of 
baptism of the minor. 

(ill) The school record or the school- 
census record of the age of the minor, 
together with the sworn statement of a 
parent or person standing in place of a 
parent as to the age of the minor ana 
also a certificate signed by a physician 
specifying what in his opinion is tne 
physical age of the minor. Such cer¬ 
tificate shall conform to the require¬ 
ments of § 570.7(a) (3) of this subpart. 
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(c) The employer requiring proof of 
age of an employee shall require a birth 
certificate as specified in paragraph 
<b) (2) (i) of this section as the evidence 
of age in preference to a record of bap¬ 
tism or school record or school-census 
record as specified in paragraphs (b) 
(2) (ii) and (2) (iii) of this section, and 
shall not accept the evidence of age per¬ 
mitted by either subsequent paragraph 
unless he shall receive and maintain with 
his records evidence that reasonable ef¬ 
forts have been made to obtain the pre¬ 
ferred evidence required. 

<d) An employer employing any em¬ 
ployee under 19 years of age in any oc¬ 
cupation other than agriculture, or under 
17 years of age in agriculture, shall main¬ 
tain with the employee’s records a copy 
of or pertinent information identifying 
the employee’s proof of age, as follows: 

(1) Where the proof of age is a “cer¬ 
tificate of age” the provisions of § 570.6 
(b) of this subpart shall be followed, with 
appropriate notation in the employer’s 
records of the disposition of the certifi¬ 
cate if no longer filed with the employer. 

(2) Where the proof of age is the pre¬ 
ferred documentary proof of age under 
paragraph (b) (2) of this section the orig¬ 
inal or a copy of the birth certificate 


or attested transcript thereof shall be 
kept with the employee’s records. 

(3) Where the proof of age is docu¬ 
mentary proof of age other than a birth 
certificate under paragraph (b)(2) of 
this section the original presented or a 
copy thereof shall be kept with the em¬ 
ployee’s records, as well as evidence that 
reasonable efforts have been made to ob¬ 
tain the preferred evidence, as required 
by paragraph (c) of this section. 

§ 570.23 Sanctions for violation of reg¬ 
ulation. 

As sanctions that may be applied in 
the event of violation of the proof-of-age 
requirements of this subpart or Part 516 
of this chapter, the Act provides that the 
Secretary may impose civil penalties as 
set forth in section 16(e) thereof and 
Parts 579 and 580 of this chapter or may 
bring civil actions in court for injunctive 
relief as provided in sections 12(b) and 
17, and, in the event of willful violations, 
that criminal penalties may be imposed 
as provided in section 16(a) of the Act. 

Provisions of Other Laws 
§ 570.25 Effect on other laws. 

No provision of this subpart shall un¬ 
der any circumstances justify or be con¬ 


strued to permit noncompliance with the 
provisions q^any other Federal law or of 
any State law or municipal ordinance 
establishing higher standards than those 
established under this subpart. 

Provision for Revision 
§ 570.27 Revision of this Subpart. 

Any person wishing a revision of any 
of the provisions of this subpart may 
submit in writing to the Secretary of La¬ 
bor a petition setting forth the changes 
desired and the reasons for proposing 
them. If, after consideration of the peti¬ 
tion, the Secretary believes that reason¬ 
able cause for amendment of the reg¬ 
ulation is set forth, he shall make other 
provision for affording interested parties 
an opportunity to present their views, 
both in support of and in opposition to 
the proposed changes. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of October 1974. 

Betty Southard Murphy, 
Administrator, Wage 
and Hour Division . 

(PR Doc.74-23815 Piled 10-li-74;8:45 amj 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ 40 CFR Part 60 ] 

(FRL 273-4] 

STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR NEW 
STATIONARY SOURCES 

Modification, Notification, and 
Reconstruction 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority of section 111 of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency is proposing 
amendments to the general provisions of 
40 CFR Part 60, originally published on 
December 23, 1971 (36 FR 24876) and 
amended October 15, 1973 (38 FR 28564) 
and March 8, 1974 (39 FR 9308). The 
amendments proposed herein include re¬ 
visions and additions to clarify the defi¬ 
nition of “modification” in the Act, to 
require notification of construction or 
potential modification, and to clarify ap¬ 
plication of standards of performance to 
reconstructed sources. The general pro¬ 
visions apply to all standards of perfor¬ 
mance for new and modified sources, 
both those standards promulgated to 
date (36 FR 24876 and 39 FR 9308) and 
those to be promulgated in the future. 

Background 

Section 111 of the Act provides that 
the standards of performance established 
for new stationary sources reflect the de¬ 
gree of emission limitation attainable 
through the application of the best sys¬ 
tem of emission reduction which, con¬ 
sidering cost, the Administrator deter¬ 
mines has been adequately demonstrated. 
The Act further defines “new source” as 
“any stationary source, the construction 
or modification of which is commenced 
after the publication of regulations (or, 
if earlier, proposed regulations) prescrib¬ 
ing a standard of performance under this 
section which will be applicable to such 
source.” Thus, the standards apply not 
only to entirely new construction, but also 
to existing sources which undergo modi¬ 
fication. 

As defined in the Act, modification is 
“ • • • any physical change in. or change 
in a method of operation of, a stationary 
source which increases the amount of any 
air pollutant emitted by such source or 
which results in the emission of any air 
pollutant not previously emitted.” Sup¬ 
portive legislative history for section 111 
of the Act allows considerable latitude 
in interpreting phrases in the definition 
of modification such as “stationary 
source” and “increases the amount of any 
air pollutant emitted.” Various interpre¬ 
tations of these phrases can result in dif¬ 
ferent degrees of impact on emissions 
from existing sources as these sources 
undergo physical and operational 
changes. The definition of “modification” 
under 40 CFR 60.2(h) (December 23, 
1971) includes some provisions which ex¬ 
empt certain physical and operational 
changes from being modifications. Re¬ 
visions and additions to 40 CFR 60.2 and 
the addition of § 60.14 are proposed here¬ 
in to further clarify the definition of 
“modification” as it will be interpreted 


by the Agency in identifying modified 
sources and applying standards of per¬ 
formance to sources after they have been 
modified. 

Modification 

Although the term “modification” is 
defined in section 111(a) (4) of the Act as 
well as in 40 CFR 60.2(h) in the general 
provisions to this part, considerable con¬ 
fusion exists outside the Agency as to 
what “changes” can be made to an ex¬ 
isting source without the Administrator 
considering the source to have been mod¬ 
ified. As defined in the Act and in 40 CFR 
60.2(h), the term “modification” includes 
several terms and phrases which are not 
fully understood outside the Agency. 
Therefore, several different interpreta¬ 
tions could be derived from reading the 
definitions. For example, one interpre¬ 
tation could lead to the conclusion that 
an entire source would be considered 
modified by the addition of a new piece 
of equipment which Increased the emis¬ 
sions from that source. However, under 
the interpretation used by the Adminis¬ 
trator, only the new piece of equipment 
itself would become subject to the stand¬ 
ards of performance contained in this 
part. The purpose of the amendments 
proposed herein is to resolve any con¬ 
fusion that may exist as to what consti¬ 
tutes a modification. The phrases and 
terms which have caused confusion are 
discussed in the following paragraphs, 
and examples are cited to show how the 
Agency intends to apply the term “mod¬ 
ification” to physical or operational 
changes in a source. 

The standards of performance as set 
forth in this part apply to “affected facil¬ 
ities” rather than to “stationary sources.” 
The term “affected facility” is defined 
under existing 40 CFR 60.2(e) and is 
used because the standards apply to in¬ 
dividual processes and pieces of equip¬ 
ment rather than to entire stationary 
sources which may consist of a combina¬ 
tion of processes and pieces of equip¬ 
ment. The amendments proposed herein 
introduce a new term, “existing facility,** 
to replace the term “affected facility” 
which appears in the existing definition 
of “modification” in 40 CFR 60.2(h). 
This proposed revision is intended to 
clarify rather than to change the intent 
of the definition of “modification” set 
forth in existing 40 CFR 60.2(h), which 
had replaced the term “stationary 
source’* found in the Act’s definition of 
modification with “affected facility.” The 
meaning of “affected facility” as used in 
40 CFR 60.2(h) was intended to include 
an apparatus to which a standard would 
apply if the apparatus undergoes modi¬ 
fication. However, the definition of “af¬ 
fected facility” is limited to an apparatus 
to which a standard applies. Therefore, 
the proposed amendments introduce the 
term “existing facility” to replace the 
term “affected facility” in the definition 
of “modification” to refer to any appa¬ 
ratus of the type for which a standard of 
performance is promulgated in this part 
but the construction or modification of 
which was commenced before the date of 
proposal of that standard. Such an exist¬ 


ing facility would become an affected 
facility if it is modified. Thus the pro¬ 
posed revision specifies that the term 
“modification” is applicable only to ex¬ 
isting facilities. A new definition of “sta¬ 
tionary source” is also proposed to 
clarify that a “stationary source” may 
consist of any combination of one or 
more affected facilities, existing facili¬ 
ties, and facilities to which standards do 
not apply. 

The proposed amendments clarify that 
the construction of an affected facility 
at a stationary source does not constitute 
a modification of the stationary source 
and does not cause the entire stationary 
source to become subject to the standards 
of performance. As an example, the ad¬ 
dition of a new basic oxygen process 
furnace to an existing furnace shop 
which includes two furnaces, would not 
make the entire steel mill or the two ex¬ 
isting furnaces subject to standards of 
performance; only the new furnace 
would be subject to standards of per¬ 
formance. If one of the existing basic 
oxygen furnaces was enlarged such that 
the total emissions of particulate matter 
from all existing and affected facilities 
at the source increased, that furnace 
would become subject to the standard of 
performance. 

The proposed amended definition of 
“modification” also includes a new 
phrase “• * # emitted into the atmos¬ 
phere • * The new phrase clarifies 
that for an existing facility to undergo 
a modification there must be an increase 
in actual emissions. If any increase in 
emissions that would result from a phys¬ 
ical or operational change to an existing 
facility can be offset by improving an 
existing control system or installing a 
new control system for that facility, such 
a change would not be considered a mod¬ 
ification because there would be no in¬ 
crease in emissions to the atmosphere. 
The Administrator considered defining 
“modification” so that increases in pre¬ 
controlled (potential) emissions would be 
considered modifications. However, the 
proposed definition of modification is 
limited to increases in actual emissions 
in keeping with the intent of section 111 
of controlling facilities only when they 
constitute a new source of emission. 

The regulations proposed herein ad¬ 
dress the subject of modifications in a 
new section (§ 60.14 Modification'. The 
purpose of paragraphs (a) and (b) is to 
clarify the phrase in the definition of 
modification, “increases the amount of 
any air pollutant.” Clarification of this 
phrase is necessary for determining 
whether a modification has occurred and 
for applying a standard to a facility once 
it has been modified. Section 60.14 spec¬ 
ifies that once an existing facility is 
determined to be modified, standards 
of performance will be applied for only 
those pollutants for which there was an 
increase in emissions. Also, only pollut¬ 
ants for which standards of perform¬ 
ance have been promulgated for the 
affected facility in question will be regu¬ 
lated. Therefore, if an affected facility is 
regulated by standards of performance 
for particulate matter, nitrogen oxides 
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and sulfur dioxide, and if emissions of 
ammonia and particulate matter from 
a corresponding existing facility increase 
as the result of a physical or operational 
change, standards of performance would 
be applied only to the particulate matter 
emissions from the modified facility. 
Section 60.14(a) also clarifies that once 
an existing facility has been modified, it 
is considered an affected facility and is 
subject to standards of performance in 
the same way as a newly constructed 
affected facility. Therefore, the entire 
affected facility is subject to the stand¬ 
ards of performance, not just the por¬ 
tion of the affected facility which is re¬ 
sponsible for the increase in emissions. 
For example, if an existing facility is 
modified by doubling its capacity, all of 
the emissions from the expanded facility 
are subject to the applicable standard 
of performance and not just the new 
emissions. Standards of performance are 
developed for an affected facility as an 
entity. These standards cannot be rea¬ 
sonably applied to fractions of an entity. 

Section 60.14(b) as proposed herein 
clarifies what constitutes an increase in 
emissions and the methods for deter¬ 
mining the increase. The unit of meas¬ 
urement proposed for determining 
whether an increase in emissions has oc¬ 
curred is kilograms per hour (kg/hr). 
Other alternatives considered included 
other units of time (day, year), concen¬ 
tration, feed rate into a process, and 
production rate. Units of time have the 
advantages of being sensitive to in¬ 
creased production capacity and to the 
overall increase in total emissions to the 
atmosphere. In addition, the units kg/hr 
automatically allow increases in operat¬ 
ing hours as intended by one of the exist¬ 
ing exemptions under 40 CFR 60.2(h), 
providing mass emissions per hour do 
not increase. By defining “increase in 
emissions’* in terms of kg/hr, the pro¬ 
posed regulations could not be inter¬ 
preted as considering an increase in 
opacity of emissions as a modification 
unless there is a corresponding increase 
in mass rate of pollutant emissions. 
Under certain conditions, an increase in 
opacity is not accompanied by an in¬ 
crease in mass emission rate. 

As proposed, 5 60.14(b) provides four 
mechanisms which the Administrator 
may use (but to which he is not limited) 
in determining whether an increase in 
emissions has occurred. These are 
emission factors, material balances, con¬ 
tinuous monitoring systems, and manual 
emission tests. In the Act the phrase 
‘increase in emissions” is not defined 
and therefore can be interpreted to mean 
any increase in emissions.” Emissions 
from a source can, however, fluctuate 
daily in response to routine physical and 
operational changes. When an esti¬ 
mating technique such as emission fac¬ 
tors is used to determine if emissions 
have increased, these fluctuations are 
important since these techniques 
utihze parameters such as maximum 
production rate, which do not reflect 
daily fluctuations, in calculating emis¬ 
sion rates. However, measuring tech¬ 
niques such as emission tests or con¬ 


tinuous monitors are sensitive to routine 
fluctuations in emissions, and thus a 
method is needed to distinguish between 
significant increases in emissions and 
routine fluctuations in emissions. Dur¬ 
ing the preparation of these amend¬ 
ments, several alternative methods for 
making this distinction were considered, 
including statistical methods and an 
arbitrary cut-off point. A statistical 
method, the Student’s t test, is proposed 
herein in Appendix C. However, there 
are advantages and disadvantages to 
each of the methods considered by the 
Agency, and the Administrator urges all 
interested parties to submit comments 
on the Student’s t test, an arbitrary cut¬ 
off, or suggested other methods during 
the comment period to aid in preparation 
of the promulgated regulation. 

According to the proposed regulation, 
each set of emission tests (using manual 
tests or continuous monitors) conducted 
before and after a physical or operation¬ 
al change would consist of at least three 
runs, and would be conducted under rep¬ 
resentative operating conditions. The 
Student’s t test would be used to deter¬ 
mine whether there is an increase in 
emissions. The advantage of the Stu¬ 
dent’s t test is that it differentiates be¬ 
tween significant and insignificant in¬ 
creases in emissions by considering in¬ 
significant increases as those which are 
not detectable due to the variation of the 
data. Whether or not an emission in¬ 
crease is detected by this test depends 
on two things: the difference in the 
means of the two tests and the degree 
of variability in each set of three runs. 
A disadvantage of the Student’s t test 
is that it assumes a common variance 
before and after modification which may 
not be the case. Also, it is influenced by 
outliers, so that an inconsistently high 
or low value could increase the estimate 
of the variance making it highly unlikely 
that any difference would be detected. 

Another method considered by the 
Agency, naming an arbitrary cut-off 
point in terms of a percentage increase 
in emissions, also differentiates between 
routine fluctuations and significant in¬ 
creases in emissions. Anything above, 
for example, a 10 percent increase would 
constitute a modification. Disadvantages 
of this approach are that the choice of 
a cut-off point would be completely arbi¬ 
trary, and those sources with the largest 
emissions would have an unfair advan¬ 
tage. Also, there would be the problem 
of determining how much of a percent¬ 
age increase over the arbitrary cut-off 
point would be acceptable. For example, 
if the cut-off point w r ere 10 percent, and 
a physical or operational change caused 
a 10.4 percent increase in emissions, it 
would still be necessary to take into 
account variations in the test method. 

As proposed, § 60.14(c) clarifies that 
the addition of an affected facility to a 
stationary source either as an expansion 
of that source or as a replacement for 
an existing facility does not by itself 
cause the remainder of the stationary 
source to be subject to standards of per¬ 
formance. It can be inferred from the de¬ 
finitions in the Act, for example, that if 


emissions increase as the result of the 
construction of a new basic oxygen fur¬ 
nace in an iron and steel mill, the en¬ 
tire iron and steel mill (or at least the 
affected facilities for which standards 
have been developed) would be subject 
to standards of performance. This inter¬ 
pretation has not been adopted because, 
in the judgment of the Administrator, the 
costs which would result from requiring 
all existing facilities in a stationary 
source to comply with standards of per¬ 
formance because of a change in one ex¬ 
isting facility would in most cases be dis¬ 
proportionate to the capital investment 
required to originally make the physical 
or operational change. 

As proposed. § 60.14(d) would allow 
an existing facility to undergo a physi¬ 
cal or operational change which results 
in an increase in the emission rate into 
the atmosphere of any pollutant to which 
a standard applies, but not be deemed a 
modification, provided the owner or op¬ 
erator demonstrates to the Administra¬ 
tor’s satisfaction that the total emission 
rate of any such pollutant from all exist¬ 
ing and affected facilities at the sta¬ 
tionary source has not increased. The 
Agency realizes that, in some cases, it 
may be more economical to control an 
existing or affected facility other than 
the one undergoing an alteration. In such 
cases no new sources of air pollution are 
created and the impact on the environ¬ 
ment is the same as controlling the al¬ 
tered facility to the prechange level of 
emissions. However, when a new affected 
facility is constructed to add new f capa¬ 
city or replace old capacity, that new 
facility must be controlled to meet the 
standards of performance. This policy 
will require that best systems of control 
technology be included when planning 
and constructing sources of emissions, as 
was contemplated in the development of 
section 111. 

It should be noted that there may be 
numerous methods of reducing the emis¬ 
sions of a specific pollutant from a va¬ 
riety of emission points within a plant, 
some of w'hich w'ould be difficult to quan¬ 
tify. In view' of this the reduction of emis¬ 
sions must be accomplished by improving 
the collection capability of an existing 
control system, by adding a new control 
system, or by making physical or opera¬ 
tional changes to existing and affected 
facilities within the source such that the 
source owner or operator can demon¬ 
strate by emission tests that there has 
been no net increase in emissions. Emis¬ 
sion reductions would not be considered 
which result from compliance schedule 
requirements to meet other regulations. 
The emission rates established to com¬ 
pensate for the increase in emission rate 
caused by the physical or operational 
change become enforceable emission 
limitations, and any increase in emission 
rate in excess of those limitations will 
be considered a violation of the regula¬ 
tion. 

In developing the provisions proposed 
under § 60.14(d), the Administrator con¬ 
sidered allowing an existing facility to 
undergo a physical or operational change 
which results in an increase in the emis- 
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sion rate into the atmosphere of any pol¬ 
lutant to which a standard applies pro¬ 
vided the total emission rate from all 
points of emission at the entire sta¬ 
tionary source has not increased. This 
concept was not totally accepted and the 
proposed provisions limit consideration 
to include only emissions from existing 
and affected facilities. Points of emission 
other than existing and affected facilities 
were not included for the following rea¬ 
sons: 

(1) Each standard of performance is 
based on a prescribed test procedure 
which takes into account the design and 
operating characteristics of the appara¬ 
tus involved. These test procedures have 
been demonstrated to yield accurate and 
precise results. Facilities for which 
standards of performance have not been 
developed could have unique design or 
operating characteristics which could 
cause unforeseen and unaccounted for 
inaccuracies in test procedures which 
were not developed with a specific type 
of source in mind. 

(2) The Agency plans, over the next 
few years, to promulgate standards of 
performance for all facilities which con¬ 
tribute significantly to air pollution; 
therefore, at that time, most facilities 
would be classified either as existing or 
affected facilities. 

As proposed, 5 60.14(e) sets forth op¬ 
erational or physical changes which will 
not be considered modifications even 
though the emission rate may increase. 
These exemptions are similar to the 
present exemptions expressed in the 
definition of modification under 40 CFR 
60.2(h); however, some differences 
should be noted. The exemption of In¬ 
creases in production rate is no longer 
dependent upon the “operating design 
capacity/' This term is not easily defined, 
and for certain industries the “design 
capacity" bears little relationship to the 
actual operating capacity of the facility. 
The proposed exemption Implicitly de¬ 
fines “design operating capacity" as that 
production rate which can be accom¬ 
plished without making major capital 
expenditures on the stationary source 
containing the existing facility. A defini¬ 
tion of the term “capital expenditure" is 
proposed to mean an expenditure for 
long-term additions or improvements 
which are chargeable to a capital assets 
account. The exemption of the use of an 
alternative fuel or raw material if provi- 
clarifled to indicate that an existing 
facility is “designed to accommodate" an 
alternative fuel or raw material if prov- 
sions for that use were included in the 
final construction specifications. Con¬ 
versions to coal required for energy con¬ 
siderations as stipulated in section 119 
(d) (5) of the Clean Air Act, as amended, 
are specifically exempted. The exemp¬ 
tion concerning the addition of a con¬ 
trol system proposed under $ 60.14(e) (5) 
is new and would exempt changes such 
as the addition of an afterburner to a 
control system to reduce odor even 
though particulate emissions may in¬ 
crease due to the afterburner. 


Notification 

As provided under 40 CFR 60.7, source 
owners and operators are required to 
notify the Administrator prior to the 
startup of an affected facility. Under the 
authority of section 114 of the Act, revi¬ 
sions to this requirement are being pro¬ 
posed herein to require source 'owners 
or operators to also notify the Adminis¬ 
trator within 30 days after commence¬ 
ment of new construction or reconstruc¬ 
tion (§ 60.15) of an existing facility or 
prior to the commencement of a poten¬ 
tial modification of an existing facility. 
Section 114 of the Act provides that the 
Administrator may require such reports 
“for the purpose • * • of determining 
whether any person is in violation of any 
such standard * * V This notification 
is not to be used for approval or disap¬ 
proval of the planned construction or 
physical or operational change: the pur¬ 
pose is to allow the Administrator to 
locate sources which will be subject to 
regulations in this part and to inform 
the sources about applicable regulations 
in an effort to minimize future problems. 
Notification prior to commencement of a 
potential modification will also allow the 
Administrator to require emission test¬ 
ing before and after the physical or op¬ 
erational change if necessary to deter¬ 
mine whether or not there is an emission 
increase. Submittal of pertinent infor¬ 
mation is required at the time of notifica¬ 
tion prior to commencement of a poten¬ 
tial modification, so that if a determina¬ 
tion on whether an emission increase 
will occur can be made without emission 
tests or continuous monitoring data, the 
Administrator can advise the source 
owner or operator concerning the ap¬ 
plication of standards of performance 
prior to the physical or operational 
change. 

Owners or operators who are consider¬ 
ing a physical or operational change to 
an existing facility are encourage to re¬ 
quest, pursuant to 40 CFR 60.5, a deter¬ 
mination by the Administrator of 
whether such a change is a modification. 
Such request should be made as soon as 
passible prior to commencement of the 
change and shall be separate from the 
notification requirement proposed under 
i 60.7(a)(4). 

Reconstruction 

Section 60.15, as proposed herein 
clarifies that an existing facility becomes 
an affected facility when it is recon¬ 
structed if a substantial portion of Its 
components is replaced irrespective of 
any change in emission rate. The Admin¬ 
istrator will consider, on a case-by-case 
basis, technical and economic parameters 
in determining whether a substantial 
portion of a facility has been replaced. 
Reconstruction of a facility which meets 
the specifications proposed under § 60.15 
constitutes new construction rather than 
modification. When a facility is com¬ 
pletely replaced with a newly constructed 
affected facility, that facility is subject 
to standards of performance. The pur¬ 
pose of this proposed provision is to dis¬ 
courage the perpetuation of a facility, 
instead of replacing it at the end of its 
useful life with a newly constructed af¬ 


fected facility. It should be recognized 
that it is generally the practice of the 
industries currently covered by stand¬ 
ards of performance to close an old 
existing facility rather than to recon¬ 
struct it by using a minor part of it and 
.replacing the remaining portion. Be¬ 
cause of this, the proposed provision will 
have little, if any impact on industries 
currently covered. As standards of per¬ 
formance are proposed for additional 
source categories in the future, replac- 
ments which will be considered recon¬ 
struction will be identified in the sub¬ 
parts. 

Comments 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments (in triplicate) to the Emis¬ 
sion Standards and Engineering Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Re¬ 
search Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, Attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
All relevent comments postmarked not 
later than November 29, 1974 will be 
considered. Comments received will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Office of Public Affairs, 401 M Street, 
SW., Washington, D.C. 

This notice of proposed rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of sections 
111 and 114 of the Clean Air Act, as 
a mended (42 U.S.C. 1857C-6,1857c-9>. 

Dated: October 4,1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

It is proposed to amend Part 60 of 
Chapter I, Title 40 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations as follows: 

Subpart A—General Provisions 

1. In § 60.2 paragraphs (d) and (h) are 
revised and paragraphs (aa) and (bb) 
are added. As amended 8 60.2 reads as 
follows: 

§ 60.2 Definitions. 

• • • # • 

(d) “Stationary source" means any 
building, structure, facility, or installa¬ 
tion which emits or may emit any air 
pollutant and which contains any one or 
combination of the following: 

(1) Affected facilities. 

(2) Existing facilities. 

(3) Facilities for which no standards 
are applicable. 

* • # • • 

(h) “Modification" means any physi¬ 
cal change in, or change in the method of 
operation of, an existing facility which 
increases the amount of any air pollutant 
(to which a standard applies) emitted 
into the atmosphere by that facility or 
which results in the emission of any air 
pollutant (to which a standard applies) 
into the atmosphere not previously 
emitted. 

* • • • • 

(aa) “Existing facility" means, with 
reference to a stationary source, any ap¬ 
paratus of the type for which a stand¬ 
ard is promulgated in this part, and the 
construction or modification of which 
was commenced before the date of pro¬ 
posal of that standard; or any apparatus 
which could be altered in such a way as 
to be of that type. 
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<bb> “Capital expenditure” means an 
expenditure for long-term additions or 
betterments properly chargeable to a 
capital assets account. 

2. In § 60.7, paragraphs (a) (1) and 

(a) (2) are revised, and paragraphs (a) 
(3> and (a) (4) are added. As amended 
§ 60.7(a) reads as follows: 

§ 60.7 Notification and recordkeeping. 

(a) Any owner or operator subject to 
the provisions of this part shall furnish 
the Administrator written notification 

as follows: 

(DA notification of the date of com¬ 
mencement of construction (or recon¬ 
struction as defined under § 60.15) of an 
affected facility postmarked no later 
than 30 days after such date. 

(2) A notification of the anticipated 
date of initial startup of an affected fa¬ 
cility postmarked not more than 60 days 
nor less than 30 days prior to such date. 

(3) A notification of the actual date of 
initial startup of an affected facility 
postmarked within 15 days after such 
date. 

(4) A notification of any physical or 
operational change to an existing facility 
which may increase the emission rate of 
any air pollutant to which a standard 
applies, unless that change would not be 
considered a modification under an ap¬ 
plicable subpart or in $ 60.14(e). This 
notice shall be postmarked at least 60 
days prior to the commencement of the 
change and shall Include information 
describing the precise nature of the 
change, present and proposed emission 
control systems, productive capacity of 
the facility before and after the change, 
and the expected completion date of the 
change. 


3. Subpart A is amended by adding 

60.14 and 60.15 as follows: 

§60.14 Modification. 

(a) Except as provided under para¬ 
graphs (d), (e) and (f) of this section, 
any physical or operational changes to 
an existing facility which result in an in¬ 
crease in emission rate to the atmos¬ 
phere of any pollutant to which a stand¬ 
ard applies shall be a modification. Upon 
modification, an existing facility shall 
become an affected facility for each pol¬ 
lutant to which a standard applies and 
for which there is an Increase in emis¬ 
sion rate. 

(b) Emission rate shall be expressed 
kg/hr of any pollutant discharged 

mw> the atmosphere for which a stand¬ 
ard is applicable. The Administrator may 
use, but is not limited to, the following 
to determine emission rate: 

(1) Emission factors specified in the 
latest issue of “Compilation of Air Pollu¬ 
tant Emission Factors,” EPA Publication 
No. AP-42; 

(2) Material balances; 

( 3) Manual emission tests or continu¬ 
ous monitoring systems. When the emis¬ 
sion rate is based on results from manual 
emission tests or continuous monitoring 
systems, the procedures specified in Ap¬ 
pendix C of tills part shall be used to de¬ 


termine whether an increase In emission 
rate occurred. Tests shall be conducted 
under such conditions as the Adminis¬ 
trator shall specify to the owner or op¬ 
erator based on representative per¬ 
formance of the facility. 

(c) The addition of an affected facil¬ 
ity to a stationary source as an expan¬ 
sion to that source or as a replacement 
for an existing facility shall not by itself 
bring within the applicability of this part 
any other facility within that source. 

(d) A modification shall not be 
deemed to occur if an existing facility 
undergoes a physical or operational 
change that results in an increase in the 
emission rate into the atmosphere of 
any pollutant to which a standard ap¬ 
plies provided the owner or operator 
demonstrates to the Administrator's sat¬ 
isfaction that the total emission rate of 
any such pollutant from all existing and 
affected facilities at the stationary 
source has not increased. 

(1) Such demonstration shall be in 
writing and shall include: 

(1) The name and address of the 
owner or operator. 

<ii) The location of the stationary 
source. 

(ill) A complete description of the 
existing facility undergoing the physical 
or operational change, any applicable 
control system, and the physical or op¬ 
erational change to such facility. 

(iv) The emission rates into the at¬ 
mosphere from the existing facility of 
each pollutant to which a standard ap¬ 
plies before and after the physical or 
operational change takes place. 

(v) A complete description of each ex¬ 
isting and affected facility and the con¬ 
trol systems, if any, for those facilities 
within the stationary source where the 
emission rate of each pollutant in ques¬ 
tion will be decreased to compensate for 
the increase in emission rate from the 
existing facility undergoing the physical 
or operational change. 

(vi) The emission rates into the atmos¬ 
phere of the pollutants in question from 
each existing and affected facility de¬ 
scribed under paragraph (d) (1) (v) of 
this section both before and after the im¬ 
provement of installation of any appli¬ 
cable control system or any physical or 
operational changes to such facilities to 
reduce emission rate. 

(vii) A complete description of the 
procedures and methods used to deter¬ 
mine the emission rates. 

(2) To be acceptable by the Adminis¬ 
trator, the decrease in the emission rate 
from the existing and affected facilities 
described under paragraph (d) (1) (v) of 
this section must be demonstrated by ac¬ 
tual testing of the emissions in accord¬ 
ance with § 60.8(b) of this part and ac¬ 
complished through the installation or 
improvement of a control system or 
through physical or operational changes 
to those facilities Including reducing the 
production of a facility or closing a facil¬ 
ity. Decreases in emissions required by a 
State implementation plan approved or 
promulgated under Part 52 of this chap¬ 
ter will not be acceptable. The emission 
testing shall be performed within 180 
days of the completion of the physical or 
operational change to the existing facility 


or at such times as the Administrator 
may specify. 

(3) Emission rates established for the 
existing facility which is undergoing a 
physical or operational change resulting 
in an increase in the emission rate and 
for the existing facilities described under 
paragraph (d)(l)(v) of this section to 
compensate for such an increase in emis¬ 
sion rate shall become the baseline for 
determining whether such facilities 
undergo a modification in the future. 

(4) Any emission rate in excess of that 
rate established as the baseline for de¬ 
termining future modifications under 
paragraph (b)(3) of this section and any 
emission rate in excess of that rate estab¬ 
lished for the affected facilities described 
under paragraph (d) (1) (v) of this sec¬ 
tion shall be a violation of these regula¬ 
tions. Such violations shall be determined 
in accordance with the procedures estab¬ 
lished under § 60.8 of this part. 

(e) The following shall not, by them¬ 
selves, be considered modifications under 
this part. 

(1) Maintenance, repair, and replace¬ 
ment which the Administrator deter¬ 
mines to be routine for a source category, 
subject to the provisions of paragraph 
(c) of this section and § 60.15. 

(2) An increase in production rate of 
an existing facility, if that increase can 
be accomplished without a major capital 
expenditure on the stationary source 
containing that facility. 

(3) An increase in the hours of opera¬ 
tion. 

(4) Use of an alternative fuel or raw 
material if, prior to the date any stand¬ 
ard under this part becomes applicable 
to that source type, as provided by § 60.1, 
the existing facility was designed to ac¬ 
commodate that alternative use. A fa¬ 
cility shall be considered to be designed 
to accommodate an alternative fuel or 
raw material if provisions for that use 
were included in the final construction 
specifications. Conversion to coal re¬ 
quired for energy considerations, as 
stipulated in section 119(d) (5) of the 
Act, shall not be considered a modifica¬ 
tion. 

(5) The addition or use of any system 
or device whose primary function is the 
reduction of air pollutants, except when 
an emission control system is removed 
or is replaced by a system which the Ad¬ 
ministrator considers to be less efficient. 

(f) Special provisions set forth under 
an applicable subpart of this part shall 
supersede any conflicting provisions of 
this section. 

§ 60.15 Reconstruction. 

(a) An existing facility shall be con¬ 
sidered an affected facility by the Ad¬ 
ministrator upon reconstruction through 
the replacement of a substantial portion 
of the existing facility's components ir¬ 
respective of any change of emission 
rate. The owner or operator may request 
the Administrator to determine whether 
the proposed reconstruction involves re¬ 
placement of a substantial portion of 
the existing facility's components based 
on the capital cost of the reconstruction 
In comparison to the capital cost of all 
new construction and other technical 
and economic considerations. 
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3. Part 60 is amended by adding Ap¬ 
pendix C as follows: 

Appendix C— Determination of Emission 
Rate Chance 

(1) Introduction. 1* The following 
method shall be used to determine whether 
a physical or operational change to an ex¬ 
isting facility resulted in an increase in the 
emission rate to the atmosphere. The method 
used is the Student's t test, commonly used 
to make Inferences from small samples. 

(2) Data. 2.1 Each emission test shall 
consist of n runs (usually 3) which produce 
n emission rates. Thus two sets of emission 
rates are generated, one before and one after 
the change. 

2.2 When using manual emission tests, 
except as provided in § 60.8(b) of this part, 
the reference methods of Appendix A to this 
part shall be used In accordance with the 
procedures specified in the applicable sub¬ 
part both before and after the change to 
obtain the data. 

2.3 When using continuous monitors, the 
facility shall be operated as if a manual 
emission test were being performed. Valid 
data using the averaging time which would 
be required if a manual emission test were 
being conducted shall be used. 

(3) Procedure. 3.1 Subscripts a and b de¬ 
note prechange and postchange respectively. 

3.2 Calculate the arithmetic mean emis¬ 
sion rate, E, for each 6et of data using Equa¬ 
tion l. 

Equation 1 

n 

E= & ‘ g|-l g,+ ■ . ■ -t-g. 

n n 

where: 

Ei =Emission rate for the 1 th run 
n= number of runs 

3.3 Calculate the sample variance, S 2 , for 
each set of data using Equation 2. 


(4) Results. 4.1 If E* > E u and t. > t', 
where t' is the critical value of t obtained 
from Table 1, then with 05 percent confi¬ 
dence the difference between and T! n w 
significant, and an increase in emission rate 
to the atmosphere has occurred. 


Table 1 

V m 
percent 

Degrees of Freedom confidence 
(n m +n b —2) level) 

2 . 2.920 

3 . 2.353 

4 .....2. 132 

5 . 2.015 

(i.-. 1.043 

7. 1.895 

8_..... 1.860 


For greater than 8 degrees of freedom, see 
any standard statistical handbook or text. 
(5) Example: 

5.1 Assume the two performance tests 
produced the following set of data: 


Test a Test b 

Run 1 100 115 

Run 2 95 120 

Run 3 110 125 


5.2 Using Equation 1 — 

n.. m+ 120 +m— , M 

U 

5.3 Using Equation 2— 

(100-102)*+(05-102)* 

I» -+». '«’r'°g> 1 .58.5 


Equation 2 




n—1 


n— 1 


3.4 Calculate the pooled estimate, S 9 , 
using Equation 3. 

Equation 3 

. r (Mq-l)Sq a +(*t-lW T'* 

P L n.+n t -2 J 

3.5 Calculate the test statistic, l , using 
Equation 4. 


t 


'E b —~E i 



Equation 4 


(115-120)*+(120-120)* 
+(125-120)* 

S.»=-3^5-25 

5.4 Using Equation 3— 

g>= [ (3-l )( 58.|+J3-l)(25) p B640 

5.5 Using Equation 4— 

120-102 

TIFT* 






:3.412 


J 


5.6 Since (ni+nj—2) =4, f / «=2.132 (from 
Table 1). Thus since />*' the difference in 
the values of and 12 b is significant, and 
there has been an increase in emission rate 
to the atmosphere. 

IFR Doc. 74-23835 Filed 10-ll-74;8:45 am] 
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Latest Edition 

Guide to Record Retention 
Requirements 

[Revised as of January 1, 1974] 

they must be kept. Each digest carries 
a reference to the full text of the basic 
law or regulation providing for such 
retention. 

The booklet’s index, numbering over 
2,200 items, lists for ready reference 
the categories of persons, companies, 
and products affected by Federal 
record retention requirements. 

Price: $1.20 

Compiled l>y Office of the Federal Register. National Archives and Records Service, General 

Services Administration 

Order from Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 


This useful reference tool is designed 
to keep businessmen and the general 
public informed concerning the many 
published requirements in Federal laws 
and regulations relating to record 
retention. 

The 89-page “Guide” contains over 
1,000 digests which tell the user (1) 
what type records must be kept, (2) 
who must keep them, and (3) how long 










